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14 With a further DeteQion of rhe Error of Pedo-Baptiſm. 


Mr. GY LES SHUTE:; 


| Whercin the Baptiſm: of Believers 1s evinced to be God's Ordi-| 
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COUNTER - ANTIDOTE, 


To purge out the 


Maliguant Effects © 


Of a Late | 


OUNIINE ELT. 


Prepared by 


BY Linda Perſon in Polenncal Ci res : 


BEING 


An Anſu er to his Vindication of his pretended Antidote, to} 
prevent the Prevalency of Anabapriſm. 


 Shewing that My. Herenles Collins's Reply to. the {aid Author 
remains unan{wered. | 


nance, .and.the: Baptized Congregations proved true Churches 


of Feſus Chriſt, 


To w which is adged,, _ An Anſwer to: Mr. Shate's" Reply to! 


"pF BENZ AMIN. KEACH. 


———— S—_ 


L-O N D-.0' N: 
\ Printed for H. Bernard, at the Bitte 111 the 


Mr. Collins's Halt-theet, (. 
is 


"3 Holes M DCX XC Iv. 


# 
a 
«— 


= - 
ht — ah tte. — --”— <— 
——— Y : Fj, 26. did bd o - «ee 


OO ns —— 


Cannot, without Grief and Sorrow 

of Heart, refle& upon the ſad Con- 
ſequences of our preſent Differences 

in and about the [maller Matters 

of Religion, whereas we agree in all the 
Eſſentials thereof ; but do much more re- 
ſent that bitter and cenſorious ou "ws 
and particular! areth in the 

r Er Ns a [{/] 4 = which all 
that read bis Books will quickly perceive, 
Pray do but ſee what a kind of Adver- 
tiſement be pur twice into the City Mer- 
cury of bis laſt Treatiſe, &c. mwhereim 
he poſitively denies thoſe he calls Ana- 
baptiſts «o be Churches z ard their Bap- 
tiſm he affirms to be &4 Counterfeit, 
which is the Baptiſm of Believers or 4- 
dult Perſons ;, and that becauſe we do not 
ground Goſpel - baptiſm upon the Cove- 
nant God made with Abraham, but apon 
the great Commuſſion our bleſſed Savi- 
eur gave to bus Diſciples after he roſe 
from the Dead, 4s it #5 comained, Mat. 
28. 19, 20. Mark 16. 15, 16. Thu 
is ſuch an Aitempt, that none of our Bre- 
thren who are Pedo-baptilts (nor any 
that ever I read of ) afſayed to do. Whe- 
Per our. Baptiſm be @ Frank of Chriit, 


1HE 


INTRODUCTION. 


or 4 Counterfeit, will appear in our An- 
ſwer ; but why are we no Churches ? Cer« 
tainly we are Churches ;, for a Church 

conſiſt of wicked Men as well as of 
good Men ;, but I ſuppoſe he means we 
are not true Churches of Chriſt; be, as 
I judge, not knowing from what Theam 
that word is derived, we muſt be wicked 
Perſons or elſe Churches of Chrift, This 
Man hath come too near to the Expreſſions 
and bitter Refletions John Child utrer= 
ed again#t ws, falſely called, Anabap- 
tilts ; who ſoon after fell under fearfal 
horror of Conſcience and Deſperation. 
He wrote 4 Book againſt us, rendring us 
very odious to the World, and caiting 
Contempt upon our faubful Mmifters , 
but quickly was convinced of his horrid 
Deſign, crying out, in Deſpair, That 
he had touched the _— of God's 
Eye; for, ſaid he, if God has any 
People in the World, thoſe that” [ 
have vilified are his, or to that ef- 
felt, The Lord dctiver this Man from 
ſuch a Spirit and diſmal end; but 'tis 
bad medimg (as we wſjed to ſay) with 
edge Tools, Our Saviour ſhews the dan- 
ger of raſh Judgment ; and whar have 
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2 - The Introdudion. 


we todo to judge our Fellow Servant, 
much leſs Churches? We may judge of 
Things, and freely ſprak our Minds, ac- 
cording to Light recerved \, but 11 cenſure 
& People after this Manner, and only be - 
cauſe we differ from him about the Sub- 
=. and And: of Baptiſm , is hard ; 
eſpecially, conſidering, that we are in all 
ether things of the ſame Faith with mm - 
elf, and ſuch that he hath daaly Church 
Communion with ; 15 this lovily or jut ? 
1s #his- they Spirit of Feſus Chris * YO» 
doth ive appear in the Wildom tht is 
from above, that is firlt Pure, then 
Peaccable, Gentle, calie to be [n- 
treated, full of Mercy and good Frunts, 
without -Partiality and- witnout Hy- 
pole and the Fraits of Righte- 
ouſneſs that is ſown in Peace of them 
that. .make Peace, Jam, 3. 17, 18. 
What kind of Scoging, Reproaching , 
Rai'ing and opprobious Language he hath 
caft on uw, | ſhall colleft and ſet dows 
in its proper Place , and yet at the ſame 
time he bears very hard upon his Anta- 
gonifts for uſing ſuch kind of Terms, &c, 
p. 4. How wilt he eſcape, . who ſays a 
Man ſhould not Steal, if he Steals ? 
Or, that a Man ſhould not commit 
Adultery, if he commits Adultery ? 
Roms. 2. 22, Or that ſays, a Man ſhould 
not ſcoff or rail on, and vilifie bis Bro- 
ther when he dota the ſame thi g, and yet 


preterds he hath not doreit; 1 will not 


render Railing for Railing, theſe are 
bi: Words ; and again ſaith, ſhall labour 
to declare in the Spirit of Mcekneſs, 
pag. 4 Hath he been as good as his 


word, or hath he not ? (they are proper 
Judges who bave read his Book.) 1 think 
few Men who have had to do with un this 
Controverſie ſhewed a more ſour Spirit 
thaw Mr. Baxter ; and yet d;d he ever 


deny us to .be Churches, or call our Bap- 
tim a Counterfeit 4 Pray take his Sentt. 
ments of us, when 1m a col Spirit, theſe 
are hrs words, wit. <-Fharthe- ans 
6s haptilts are goaly Men; that-wf 

« from us in a Point ſo aificult that 
* many Papilts and Prelatiſts havs 
c& maintained that it 15 not determined in 
& in 'the Scripture, but dependeth upon 
&« Tradition of tve Church ; and I know 
«K as good and ſober Men of that Mind 
as” of th9*%4r5, 1 who are moſt , aſt 
& em - &c. Ard ag 1111 Far, 
« That Auguſtin and many Children 
© of Chriſtians were baptized at Aze, 
© and that the Controverſie it of fo great 
&« Difficulty, that if *m- all ſach Caſes 
© none that differ be toller ated" m 
© not live together i the World + Church, 
* but endleſly excommunicate or perſe- 
© cute one another, Baxter*s "Book, 
Principle of Love, page 47." Br 
Mr. Shute hath appeared * ſo bold” au 
raſh as if be had an infallible Spirit,” ant 


| 


ſeems to be ſo lifted up as if be bath dint” 


more in_ his ſhort Traft, than all thoſe 
learned Men who have formerly and"of 
late times aſſerted Pedo-baptiſm. 

And that now we are totally confu- 
ted, and We, and our Canſe of Be- 
lievers Baptiſm gone for ever, See" 
bis Title Page, 

And in pag. 113. ſaith be, © Thus 1 
* have given you one_Broad-ſide 
** more, by which I have brought 
your whole Opinion by the Lee, 
and all the Carpenters and Calk- 
ers in the Nation cannot fave it 
<« from Sinking. 

I wiſh be knew his own Spirit and 
Weakneſs better, and not thus to admire 
what he hath done: Doth be think there 
1s none can anſwer his Arguments ? No 


ſaving 
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ſaving our Baptiſm and Churches from 
ſinking to the bottoms, which he hath ſo 
furiouſly attacked? ſad Caſe! What 
con/d Goliah of Gath, or proud Rab- 
ſhaketh fray more tx "tp; th 

But he forgot the old Proverb, Let 
not him boaſt that puts on his Armour 
as he that puts it off, | 

If I or my Reverend Brother Collins, 
have in any Writings of Ours uſed hard 
Wordsy we heve' x4 to be troubled, 
far 'the Truth never . gained any thing 
that way : ?Tis not bard Words, but bard 
Arguments that muſt do the Buſineſs 
A. foit Anſwer (4s Solomon ſaith) 
terneth away, Wrath, | 

1 miliſt ſay, 1 had rather have to do 
mith.a Man that hath more Argument 
and. leſs Confidence than I gan find it 
his Writing, or Spirit. 

I am ſorry he had no better Counſel, 
or. followed no better Condutt, at ſuch an 
bowr as this 433 «it ſure concerns us all 
to ſtudy the things that make for 
Peace, and that by which we may 
edifie one another ; the Breach is too 
wide already.  O what want of Love is 
there in Chriſtians to each other, who are 
alt Members of the Myſtical Body of 
Chriit, aud Children of one Father, and 
Heirs of the. ſame glorious Inheritance ! 
Sure we ſhall love one another when we 
come to Heaven 5 and [ hope His Re- 
verend Paſtor (whim [ have more 
canſe both to love and honour than ten 


thouſand: Inftruftors in Chrift, he bc- , 


ing the bleſſed Inſtrument in my Con- 
verſiof.all moſt forty Years ago) gave 
no Encouragement to bimthus to write 


and abuſe bis' Brethren. | 'Þ would he had 
conſider'd the Text, fe that hateth his 
Brother,is inDarkneſs7ob. 2.1 1.For my 
part I bope 1 can love them in whom 


gin alſo, 
1 ſee the Image of God," that differ from © © 


The Introdudftion. } 


me, wm the like degree as thoſe of mine own 
Opinion, Þ[ am perſuaded the want of 
Love to one another 1 one of the. greateit 
Sms of this Age, and that which 5 a high 
Provocaticn to God , and if that which 
this Man hath done is a fruit of Love, 
er tends to promote it, I am miſtaken. 
True, I have (may be) wrote as much of 
late as anotljer on the SubjeFt of Baptiſns ; 


-but never without Provecation,b; means of 


divers Perſons, who. have _ of late times 
wrote agamit us, TI have not begun the 
Controverfie, but have ſtill been on the 
defenſive Side; nor can any juſtly blame, 
us to clear our ſelves, and defend that 
which we believe to be the Truth of Chri#t 
when urged to it. | 

As to' bis "Anſwer to Mr. Collins, he 
hath ſaid ſomething, tis true, to one or 
two of his Arguments, but the ret he bas 
paſſed by in ſilence, and left the chief Ar- 
gumentive part, in agreat meaſure, us- 
anſwered. ' And as to his Reply to me, 1 
cannot ſee he hath. ſaid any" thing that 
deſerveth my notice-at all; but leſt the 
eafie, unwary and 
ſhould conclude he hath done Wonders, 
[hould we avt return an Anſwer.  Ihave 


examined the ſtreſs of. all that ſeems * 
which * contains but 4. 
ſmall part of bis Book, . and baving 


Argumentyve , 


ſtudied Moderation and Tenderneſs, 1 
hope it may tend 10 allay and quench the 
Fire of bus Paſſion , and bring him to 
a more moderate Temper, 

However, I ſhall leave is to the Bleſ- 
ſing of God 10. diſpoſe of "the 1ſſne of it, 
as he ſhall ſeem good in Mis all-wiſe Pro- 
vidence and to help the Reader, I have 
divided his Book into Chapters in my An- 
ſwer ;, and ſince he begins with the forms 
or manner of baprizng there, 1 ſball be- 


CHAP. 


prejudiced Reader, 


C H A 


P. l. 


Wherein it is proved, That Baptiſm 1s not | Sprinkling nor Pouring of Water on the 
Face, nor Dipping of the Head only ; But that it 1s Dipping or Plunging of the 


whole Body under Water. 


Shall begin with Mr. Sburz's Fifth Page, 
and ſhall ſhew him that he hath not yer 
buried Mr. Cellins his anſwer, but that 
it is fill alive, and as lively as it was 
before his pretended Anſwer came forth. 

In pag, 6. he r:cited what Mr, Covins men- 

tioned in the 24 page of his Reply to his 

Antidote, viz. where Mr. Coins ſays, The 

right mode of Baptiſm is by Dipping. To 
which Mr. $bute ſaith, (in p.5.) * 1 think there 

* « more 19 be (aid for Sprinkling or Pouring 
* [Wzrer on the Face in Bipiiſm than there w for 
* Dipping or Ducking over Head and Ears ina 
* River or Pond: For the lattcy i more lite « 
© Puniſhment of Criminals than the Solemnizing 

* of an Ordinance of God; pray bear what the 
« Scriptwe [zitb of Sprinkling and of Pawring Wa- 
© gry wpon Sinners t9 cleanſe thim, Heb. 12. 24 
© And to Jeſus, the Mediator of the New Co- 
* yenant, and to the Blood of Sprinkling, &c. 
« \ Pet. 1.2. Elc@ according to the Fore- 
© knowledg= of God the Father through San 
«* tification of the Spirit, unto Ovedi-qce 
* and Sprinkling of the Blood of Jeſus Chriſt, 
* A«dlla. 44 3. For] will pour Water upan 
© him that is thirſty, and Fioods upon the dry 
* Ground; 1 will pour my $pirit npon thy 
« Seel, and my Biethings upon thine Off 
« (pring. Be Þ36: 25. Then will 1 ſprinkle 
© clean Water wor. you, ant ve ſhallbe cl-an 
* from all your Filthine's, ani from all yeur 
* [ols will cleanſe you. Edd. 21. 8. 

* Here you joe (ay you) we 49 not read of 
* Dipping, nor Ducking tm al thoſe Spiritual Me 
© r4phorical B ipti/ms, which ave all nearty relined 
* wnto the Ordinznce of Biptiſm an4 rnd 40 rhe 
* fam« thing, but more effetiually and perfefily, and 


c are aceMmpeniel with the ſame Prom iſes, namely | 


« the Remifion of Sins, SanTification by the $pi 
© rit, and the Gift of the ok X — 
« with Atts 2. 38, 39. 

Anſwer 1. You might have added many 
other Places of Scripture, where we read of 
Sprinkling : But what would it ſignify ? the 
Sprinkliag andPouring mentioned in theſe Scri» 
ptures, reter not te Water- Baptiſm : Read your 
learned Arnorators and Expoſitors, Yand you will 
find they agree as one van; That Sprinkling 
and Pouring of Water (in Iſaiah and Fyeks 
el, &c. ) do refer to the gracious Effulion of 
the Spirit in the Times of the Goſpel, andto 
the Purifying and Purging Vertue of the 
Blood of Chriſt; and fo that in Heb. 12 24; 
is to be underſtood, you ſhould not only ſay, 
but prove Baptiſm to be here intended, and 
then yo! had ſaid ſlometſing. ; 

2. Should che Sprinkling or Pouring in 
thzle Scriptures, be meant of Baptiſm, then 
it wonld follow that Baptiſin has mighty Ver- 
tu* in it 4c d, ev-n to waſh away all Sin and 
Filthine(s 7 1 thought n2thing coul4 cleanſe 
from $in hut Chriſt's precious 8lood, as it is 


- a pplye.| by the Spiric, through Faith, Baptiſm, 


P-ter tell; you, waſhes not away the Filthinebs 
of the Fleſh, Not the putting away of the Filthi- 
ne\s of rh: Fleſb, but the anſwer of a good Con 
Jctence towa-ds God, by the R:ſurreT ion of Fe ſu 
Chriſt, 1 Pet. 3. 20: 

3- If you ſhould fay, Baptiſm is chiefly a 
> 81 or lively Symbol of our being ſprinkled 
with the Sp'rit, or with the Blood of Jeſus 
Chrift, we do deny it, You have not attem- 
pted to prove it; 'tis evident Baptiſm is prin- 
Cipa''y a Sign or Symbol of Chrift's Dearh, 

Burial, 
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| ( 
Bacial and Reſurreftion, ſee Rom. 6, 3, 4, 
£44. 3, 12, 13. compared with this in 1 Per. 2. 
20. which Sprinkling or Pouring cannot hold 
forth. 

4. But you intimate, That theſe Spiritad 
Metapbrrical Baptiſms are nearly t0 the 
Ordinance of Baptiſm, = 

1 anſwer, by pouring Floods of Water, or by 
the great Effuſion of the Spirit; 1 deny not 
but the Baptiſm of the Spirit may be held 
forth ; and the Baptiſm of the Spirit lignifies 
Immerſion . Ye ſhall be baptized with the Holy 
Ghoſt, &c. Atts 1. 5, The Greek Word Banli- 
Cu, fays Caſeubon, * Is to Dip or Plunge, 
* in which Senſe, ſaith he, the Apoſtles might 
© be ſaid to have been Baptized, for the Houſe 
© in which this was done, was filled with the 
* Holy Ghoft, ſo that the Apoſtles might ſeem 
* to have been plunged into it, as in a large 
kfh- See Dr. Duveil on As 1. 4,5. 

learned Caſaubon was a Pedo- baptiſt, 

knew better than to aſſert Baptizo is to 

inkle or Pour, but to Dip or Plunge, as 
you here. 

Friend, what do you mean by laying, Al 
thoſe metaphorical Bapriſms are nearly related to 
the Ordinance of Baptiſm; if you intend both 
ſignifies Sprinkling, I deny it, for both of 
them __ Dipping or Overwhelming, and 
doth the Baptiſm of Affiiftions alſo, *tis not 
every ſmall degree of Suffering that is the 
Baptiſm of Suffering: Great Afflitions are 
fo called, and that from the literal and genuine 
Signification of the Word Bpriz», to dip, to 
plunge under ; and hence (as | have elſwhere 
thewed) Yoſlus notes, That every light AMi- 
Qion is not the Baptiſm of Afflition, but like 
that of David, Pial. 32. 6. He drew me out of 
deep Waters \, hence alſd Sufferings and AfMidti- 
ons are called Waves, Thy Waves and thy Billow's 
we gone over me, Plal. 42.7. it refers to 
Chriſt's Sufferings , who was overwhelmed 
with Affliftions, even unto Blood and Death. 
The ſame as I have hinted is to be noted as to 
the Baptiſm of the Spirit, it ſignifies the mira- 
culous effuſion of the holy Spirit, like that at 
the Day of Pentecoft, Aﬀts 2. 1, 2. 

Now, in this refpe@ the Metaphorical Bap- 
tiſms, are nearly related in Signification with 
the Ordinance of Baptiſm : I do confeſs, for 
to Baptize in the Name of the Father, ©, is 
todip in the Name of the Father, We. and 
for a' more full and clear Demonſtration of 
this from a multitude of learned Men, both 
Ancient and Modern, See my late Anſwer 


$) | 
to Mr. Burbic, entituled, The Reffor refit. 
fed, from page 157. to page a 

Scapul: and Stepheny, Two famous Men for 
their great Learning, and accounted Maſters of 
the Greek Tongue, tell us, That Baviizo from 
Bepto, as to the fiſt and proper Signification, 
Gignifies Mergn, hnmergo, item tingo quod fit Im- 
morgendo, inficere, Mmbuere, via. ts dip, plunge 
and overwhelm, put under, cover over, to 
die in Colours, which is done by Plunging. 
—_ faith, it ſignifies to dip over Head and 

as. | 

Paſor, an imm-rſi»n, dipping or ſubm:rſion, it 
appears you neither know nor enquire after 
the proper, literal and g2miine Signification 
of the Word, if you did you would certainly 
not ſay, You think there is more to be ſaid 
for Sprinkling , for I would have you ask ſuch 
as can tell you, Whether in thoſe Places in the 
R-brews, where Spri-Ying is mentioned, the 
Word ſignifies Beprizing, or whether it is not- 
rantiging, another Word and of another Sig- 
nification. 

And as you regard not the literal, ſo yow 
mind not the miftical Signification of Baptiſm 3 
which-is not chiefly to repreſent the Sprickling 
of Chrift's Blood, but to hold forth in a lively 
Figure his Death, Burial and ReſurreQion, 
together with our Death unto Sin, and ri 
again to walk in newnefs of Life; as will far- 
ther appear in its proper Place. See our late 
Annotators on Math.3.6. 4rd were baptized of 
bim in Jordan. * A great part of thoſe who- 
« went out to hear Fobn, ſay they, were bap« 
« tized, that is, dipped in Jordan. 

Tho? they would Gave the Word to fignify 
waſhing alſo, which we deny not ; but then 
fay we, 'tis ſuch a Waſhing as is by Dippings 
always, when applyed to this Ordinance, 

5. You ſeem very bold, in ſaying, © Dip«. 
© ping over = and Ears is more like & Puniſb« 
© ment of Criminals than the ſolemnizing of an 
© Ordinance of God. "Tis no marvel you re- 
proach us, when you dare caft ſuch contempt 
upon Chriſt's Sacred Inſtitution 5 it is to me a 
trembling Conſideration thus to arraign the- 
Wiftom of God ; Nor will it falvethe matter 
ſhould you ay, You do not think Baptiſmis: 
Dipping, for it mav be ſo as far as you know 3: 
and if you hatread what a multitude of learn» 
ed Men (who were Pedo Baptiſts) do affirm it 
is Dippinz, you would not ſure have adven- 
tured to afſert ſuch a thing : Suppoſe it be 
found at the laſt Day to be Dipping, the Lords 
give you Repentance, that you may have [n 

vil 
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Evi!, and all others done away through his 
Blood. Sure there was. as much, nay more 
cauſe for dar ingMean to have caft ſuch aRefictt!- 
on on that tegal ordinance of Circumgition. 

* Pur you ſay Page 6, 7. We do no find that 
«there was either a River, vor Pond of. Water in 
the Ja'Jors Rouſe for bim-If and all bis Houſuold 
*r9 be Dipp:d or Ducked under Water, for they 
* were all Bipriq-4 the ſame hour of the Night, &C. 

1s Anſwer, vir, you [hould take more heed 
to your words and to what vou affert. 1s it 
ſaid thry were haptized itt the Faylors Houle ? 
if it couid have been done- 12 a Houſe , our 
Saviour needed not to have gone to the Azver 
Fordan to be Baptized 3 much Jeſs into For- 
dan, Nor was there any reaſon tor Philip ad 
the Eunnch to have gone into the Water, 

2. Moreover, doth uot the Hoiy Scripture 
tell you that Fobn alſo was Baptizing in £n10n 
near Salim, brcauſe there was mich mater, John 
3. 23. Pray Keader note this weil 5 mind the 
reaſon why the Holy Ghoſt faith, he Bapti- 
zed in 1m ; "cis pothtively afficmed, becauſc 
there was much Water in that place, intima- 
ting clearly that a lictle Water will not lerve 
to Baptize Perſons in; Alſo oblerve what Mr. 
Po-ls Anzorations \ay on this place of Scripture; 
thus you will find it expielled,vix. © It is trom 
* this apparent, that both Chrift and Fobs 
* Baptized by Dipping the Body.in Water, 
« elſe they need not have ſought places where 
* had been great plenty of Water, Theſe are 
his words that wrote thoſe Annotations. And 
if it be ſo apparent, 'tis asapparent you have 
been too bold to ay, that Dipping is more like 
a puniſhment of Criminals than an ordinance 
of Gud, 

2. What though we do not read that the 
Faylor had a River, or Pond, in his Yard, or 
near his Houſe ( 'tis rediculous 46 talk of a 
River or Pond in his Houſe } yet we ought 
to helieve there was Water enough by, or 
near his Houſe,to Raptize him and all his, who 
betieve!, You ſee it is granted by your own 
worthy Brethren, Raptiziog is Dipping z there 
wasno nee41 for the Holy Ghoſt to (peak. of 
the place where this Water was, or whether it 
was a Pondgr River: And certainly thzy did 
not Baptize ſome, and ſprinkle or rantize 
others; Gofpcl-Vaptiſm being but one and 
the ſa;ye, as to the ſabjett and mode of Admi- 
niſtration. 

4- How can you ſay Page 7. that they 
were all Baptized jin his own Houſe , when 
whe Text [peaks nof afy ſuch thing ? 


(s) | 


2, How can you preſume to afſert; that 
they did not £o- out of the Houle ? . Reagder ob» 
ſerve the Text well, As 16. 30, And brought 
them out aud ſaid, Sirs what muſt 1 do to be js 
ved ? 

Verſ. 31; And vey ſaid, believe on the Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt and thy ſpalt be ſaved, and thy 


Houſe ; and they ſpake unto bim and 10 all that were 


in bis Bouſe, verl. 32. 

And \be rok them the ſame hour of the Nighs 
and waſhed their Siipes, and was Baptized be 
and all kis, ſtraight way. 

Now from theſe words Mr. Shute affirms, 
that they were all Baptized in bis Houſe, that 
is, in the Faylors Houſe, 

2. That they were Baptized the ſame bour of the 
Night, . 
3» That they did not gd out of the Roſe) 4 
River, If you can ſee theſe three Things in 
theſe Verſes you have better Eyes than Thave. 

As to what was done the ſame h6hr of "the 
Night 'tis direaly in plain words afferteq, 
viz. He waſhed ubeiy Stripes, As to the time 
wh-n Baptized, it is ſaid, Straight way. If you 
will! have the (ame Hour and Straight way to 
intend both the waſhing their Stripes, and 
their being Baptized, it is more than can be 
gathered therefrom ; but if that be granted, 
might they not in that Sour go a little way 
out of the Hauſe and be Baptized ? *tis evident 
he abuſes the Sacred Text, 

4.- What ireafon hath he alſo to affirm, the 
none believed but 1be Faylor himſelf ? for ſo he af- 
ſerts, Theſe are his words- Page 7. * We do not 
© read of any one Soul of them that did believe be- 
* fides the Jay/or bim/elf, before they were Bapti- 
*zed ; nor of any one 144 of Faith they exer- 


: © red, 


1. Anſwer, We do read in verſ. 34. And when 
be had brought them inro bis Houſe be ſet Meat be- 
fore them, and reqozecd, believing in God with all 
bis Houſe. 

2, He will fay, may be, this was after;they 
were Baptized. 1 anſwer, we read not one 
word of the Faylors believing himſelf tell then : 
I mean tho' he helieved before , andall his 
Houſe bylieved before either. were Baptized ; 
vet. *ris not expreſſed by the © Holy Ghoſt t1- 
til after they had been Baptized, and were come 
:nto bis: Houſe, and be fer Meat before them be- 
lieving in God with all his Houſe ; So that here 
is as much mention made of that att of Faith 
his whole Houſe exerted, as of the Faylovs own 
Faith, and as ſoon alſu. | 


3, And 


3. And is it not evident likewiſe that they 
were before out of the Jaylors Houſe, «Ife 
why is it (aid when be bad brought them into 
his Houſe,, &T. that is, after they were Bav+ 
tiſed 3 take heed © how you write at another 
time, left you provoke God by adding and 
diminiſhing from his Sacred Word. 

© In Page 12( you fay ) you believe, that 
i there were more modes in Baptiſm than one, for 
, Jome went down into the Water, and orbers were 
© Baptiſed in uheir Houſes ; but ( ſay you) / un+ 
$ derfiand not that any were Ducked #ll under W:+ 
ber; is is poſſible their Faces might be Dipped, with- 
* out Plunging the whole Body under Pater, or by 
© powringWWater 'on their Faces, -. 

1. Anſwer, That which you again affert, 
1 again afficm, is not true, viz. That ſome 
were Baptiſed in their Houſes 3 what you 
have ſaid of the Faylors being Baptiſed in his 
own Houſe, all may ſee is without Book, and 
without [the leaft ſhadow of proof, nor do 
you, nor can you prove it of any other. 

2. If there were more modes of Baptiſm 
than one, then there were different ſignifica- 
tions of the ſame ordinance, and all of them 
could not be held forth in the Baptiſm Vf each 
perſon; for ſuch that were Dipped, tho” it 
was but the Head only, were taught the pro- 
per Myfteries repreſented thereby, and thoſe 
that were ſprinkled only with Water, or 
had Water poured upon them, were tatght 
the proper Symbols or fignification of that 
mode but how abſur'd that would be 1 leave 
to all impartial wile Men to conſider, 

3. And if this was ſo, how then was the 
way and ordinance of God in their Holy ad- 
miniftration, one and the ſame in all the 
Churches of the Saints ? you may as well fay 
the modes of the Adminiftration of the Lords 
Supper were.more than one, and ſo allow of 
thePopiſh mode therein, who deny the Lairy the 
Cup. ls this to make the Holy God, a God of 
order, or of confuſion ? 

4. |f Dipping was one mode and Sprink- 
ling another,then would Baptiſm and Ranti/m be 
both ordinances of Chrift,ask the learned what 
the word for ( Sprintling ) is in theGreek Tongue, 
and.if they do not tell you ( if they ſpeak the 
truth) 'tis (Rantifing ) 1 will confeſs I: have in 
this done you wrong, and miſtook my ſelf : But 
we deny ing is Baptiſm for Dipping of 
the whole Body ;. is an efſ-ntial, not an acci- 
dent of Baptiſm. Raptiſm is compared tb a bu- 
rial; that's clear from Rom. 6. 3, 4- 2s it is con- 
felled by a ' multitude of learned Men who 


| 


(7) 


were Pids Biptiſls, 3s you ſhall hexr anon, 
Now will you ſay, if the Face or Head only 
of 'a D-ad Corps was covered with Earth, 
and not the whole Bodv, that the Corps: was 
buried? if you ſhqul,would you not be lauyhe 
at ? Our Saviour 'was buried, not his Head on» 
ly, but his whole Body allo in rbe Heart of the 
Earth, ind he whoſe whole Boly is not co- 
vered all over in the Earth, isnot buried ; no 
more is he whoſe whole Body is not covered 
all over in the. Water-Baptiſed. Baptiſm is a 
lively Figure of the Burjal- of our Bleſſed 
Lord, and of our Death to Sin- and being Bu- 
ried with him both in Sign and fignifi- 
cation. 

In Page 12. ( ſay you) produce one poſitive 
* command or example 10 prove, that ever any Wo- 
* man went down into 4 Kiver, or Pond to: be Dip- 
* ped, or Ducked , all under Water in Baptiſm, 
+ throughout the Book of God, or elſe rake your bu- 
© man invention 10 your ſeif;theſe are your words, 

Anſ wer, 1f we prove that a Woman by name 
was: Haptized, then we prove a Woman was 


- Dipped, becauſe Baptized in Greet is Dipped in 


Engliſh: and the Dutch (as 1 havEelicwhere 

ſhewed) have ſo Tranſlated the Word,vix. 

ed or Dipped in the name of the Father, and of 

Son, and of the Holy Gbofl. Now in AR. 16, we 

read of Lydia who was Baptized, that is, Dip- 
5 and in A2.8., 12, they believing Phi- 


; aching the he Ki 
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Baptized, both Men and Women : That is, -- 4 
the Dutch Trenflation, they were Dooped 

Men and Women : our Tranſlators have left 
the Greek word untranſlated into our Tongue. 
What. difference is there between Bapriſms 
( Greek and Baptiſm ? 

2. But Sir, I cannot but take notice how 
often you add Ducting to Dipping : 1s not this 
to reproach and caſt contempt upon us , and 
on the ordinance of Chrift of Dipping be- 
lievers in his. name ? The Lord open your 
Eyes and give you repentance,. in- mercy to 
your poor Soul. 

© In Page 13. becauſe every Sinn'y God draws 
* t6 Chriſt muſt come 10 bim naked, &c. $5 you ſay 
© it mull bein Baptiſm, viz, that partof the Man, 
Woman, or Child thet is Baptized muſt be naked, 
* 2nd ſo plead only for rhe Baptizing of the Face. 

1. Anſmer,Sir, what reaſon do you give for 
this ? have you any ground to run that pa» 
rallel from any Text of Scripture? Is it notof 
yeur own making anddeviſing ? But ſince you 
are for plain mm of Scripture for _ 

[ ig 


oO: Womans Fece, or Head, was only Bapti- 
{-d, or that ever Fobn Baptiſts or Chrifts Di- 
{ciples Bapriſed any perſon naked? You tell 
us of the immodeity and evil of ſuch a pra» 
ice, and that it may tend to gratifie the De» 
vil and to the fin of Adultery 5 certainly ſuch 
a thing is utterly tobe condemned and never 
was prattiled, you know well enough, by us 
whom you reproachfully cail Anabeptiſts, As 
touching what Mr. Baxter(to which you might 
have added br. Featly) hath ſaid concerning 
Baptizing perions naked 3 we know they as 
well as you, were too much guilty of back- 
biting, vilifying, and reproaching of us; yet 
they had no ground in the leaft to caft this 
odium upon vs 3; we challenge all Men or any 
perſon living to produce one inſtance that 
ever any Man or Woman by any of our per- 
ſwaſion was Baptized naked, As to what Mr. 
Tombs (aid to Mr, Baxter, of. a former cufiom 
in ſome nations of Baptizing naked, *it affects 
not us, nor do 1 believe there was ever any 
ſuch cuſtom uſed among any godly Chriftians. 
Nor did Mr. Tomb: ever 0 baprile any Maids 
in Bepvdeley nor any where elſe, If he ſaid he 
could do it, it was doubtleſs his weakneſs ſo to 
ſpeak ; but 1 am not bound to believe all that 
Mr. Baxter hath wrote-of worthy Mr. Tombs ; 
but fince they are both dead we will{ay no 
more to that : but any thing you can catch u 
you reſolve 'tis plain to make the greate 
uſe of imaginable to reproach your godly 
Neighbours and the truth of Chrit, 
lnPape 15.the Anabaptiſts (you ſay) make 4 great 
* deal of pudder and fiir about the Apoſtles words 
© in Romans 6. 3, 4, and bave preſſed them into 
© their ſervice ; the words ave 4s followeth ; there- 
© fore we are buried with bim by Baptiſm, theywill 
*( ſay 30) barve 1t that this reſpets burying im 
© Witcr over Head and Ears in Baptiſm, and 
* therefore they make it an argument for Dipping : 
* 7 be Apeſtic (youſay) ſeems to bave been (tiring 
© rhem wp, and paring them in mind of their Bap- 
© aiſmal vows and Obligations : Ii may be as well 
© 30 Children of believing parents 1bat were grivon 
© up, as 10 themſelves ; for in verſ, 3. ſaith be, 
* lnow ze not that jo many of us as were Baptiſed 
© into Chriſt, were Baptized into bis Death * that 
© is ( ſayyou ) 4s they were Baptized into all the 
Uriviledges , that were puwecbaſed by the Dearb 
« of Chriſt, ſothey were bapiiied alſn into the ſuf- 
* ferings of Chyiſt, for rhey were obliged by theiv 
© Pajniſmsl Covenant to 1ake wp theiy Croſs and fol- 
* bw ic Lond Frſw Chrit, &c, 


thirf,, pray where 60 you readthat ary Man, 


only thoſe whom 'you call Arebeptiſts,, that 
make ſuch improvement of this Text ( you 
ſay pudder and ftir about it )*or whether 0+ 
thers who were and are Pets Baptiſts, do not 
make the like uſe of it, viz. to prove Baps 
tilm is an Image, Symbol or repreſentati» 
on of Chrifts Dcath, and burial and Reſur- 
reftion, together with our Death unto fin, and 
vivification to a newneſs of Life : But before 
1 ſhall quote the Authors I muſt tel} you the 
apoſtle is not in the context ſpeaking of the 
ſufferings of believers, not a word of ing 
the Crols : Therefore from the Scope and co. 
herence of the Text you cannot infer any 
ſuch concluſion as you do. Pray Reader take 
notice of the'5th Chapter and the beginning 
of this 6th, and ſee if 1 or this Manipeak the 
truth of the Texts in, ver/. 1, of this Chapter ; 
the Holy Apoftle ſays thus, i.e. bet ſhall we 
ſay then ? Shall we cominue in Sin that grace 
may abound, God forbid ,, how ſhall we thas are 
dead 10 fin live any lenger wherein, verl(. 2. Know 
you not that ſo many 0 15 4s have been Baptiq-d into 
Jeſus C briſt, were Baptized imo bis Death, ver, Js 
Thereſe we are buried with bim by Baptiſm imo 
Death : That like as Chrift was raiſed up from the 
Dead by the Glory of 1be Farber, even F/ we 8llo 
ſhould walk in newneſ: of Zife, verſ. 4. Ro as me 
have been plamed together in the likeneſs of bis 
death, we fbali be alſo into the likeneſs w os Re- 
ſurretion, verſ. 5, Ishere a wordof the Croſs, 
or ſuffering. for Chrift, or that we are Bapti- 
zed to ſhew we muſt ſuffer Martyrdom with 
Chrift? no,no, unleſs it be theDeath or motti- 
hcation of fin or the old Man; Tho” f deny 
not but ſuch that are Baptized muſt took for 
ſuffering. | 

© You ſay, our Saviour calls bis ſuffering bis 
* Baptiſm,and 4 Blood Bloody Baptiſm it was ; but I 
* bave @ Baptiſm to be Baptized with, and how an 
© I ftraightned till-it be accompliſhed ? now (you ſay) 
the Apoſtle draws bis argument from the premi- 
ſes in verſes 4,5, p. 16. 
Anſwer, 'Tis very true, the Apoſtle doth 
draw his argument from we-ſ.4,5. &c:; but not 
from Luk. 12. 50, the Text you mention about 
Chrifts Baptiſm of ſuffering, io that *tis evi- 
dent to all you have abuſed this Sacred Text 
a'ſo, and preft it in, to ſerve your purpoſe : 
Pray read all the 4un:4a0rs youtan get on the 
place particularly, Mr. Pools, and ſee if any 
favour your expokition of it. 

2. Tho' 1 havefaid enough to filence this 
Man or any other open this Text, Raw. 6.2, 


4s 5» 


1. Aofwer, You ſhall now ce whether "tis 
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4 5. in two Treatiſcs, yet left they come not 
into the Author or Readers Hand, I ſhall re- 
peat ſome pallages once- again, 

Let all Men conhider in the fear of God, and 
take notice of the gracious deſign, and con- 
deſcention of out blefled Saviour in his infti- 
tuting of the two great ordinances of the Gol. 
pel, viz. the Lords Supper and Baptiſm 5, for as 
that of the Lords Supper doth in a lively 
Figure repreſent the breaking of his Body, 
and the pouring forth of his Blood, ſo the 
ordinance of _— doth as clearly ( if 
rightly Adminifted) repreſent or hold 
forth the Death, Kurial, and reſurrefion of 
the ſame Lord Jeſus: Tegether with our 
death to ſin and riſing again to- walk in new- 
neſs of Life 5 and that this a from this 
Text and that in Col. 2: 12; ſhall, God affift- 
irg, be evinced. The whole Church of the Ro- 
mans , and every member thereof were to 
reckon themſelves dead to Sin, and were bound 
to live no longer therein, becauſe by Bap- 
tiſm, as in a lively Figure they had held forth 
the ſame thing, nay by that Baptilmal cove- 
nant they were obliged to live and walk in 
newneſs of life. 

See Pools Annotations on the place, where you 
will find theſe words, viz. he ſeems to allude 
*to the manner of Baptizing in thoſe warm 
* Countries, which was to Dipor plunge the 
08 Baptiſed, and as it were to bury him 
* for a while under water : See the like Phraſe, 
* Col. 2. 12, Baptifin doth not only reprefent 
© our Mortification, and death unto fin, but 
* our progreſs and perſeverance therein; Burial 
«* implies a continuing under death, ſo Mor- 
* tification is a continual dying unite fin; Look 
* as after the Death and Burial of Chriſt there 
* followed his Reſurrefion, ſo it muſt be with 
© us, we muſt have Communion with, and 
$ conformity to the Lord Jeſug Chriſt, in'his 
*Reſurreftion as well asin his Death 5 both 
* theſe are repreſented and ſealed to us, in 
*the Sacrament of Baptiſm , &c. thus Pools 
Annotations, 

The Aſcmbly alſo in their Amnorations on this 
Texr ſay much the fame things, viz. 1n 
* this Phraſe the Apoftle ſeems to allude to 
- * the Ancient manner of Raptizing, which was 
*to Dip the party Baptized, and as it were 
* tobury them .under Water for a while, and 
© then to raiſe them up again out of it, to 
* repreſent the Purial of the old Man and the 
* Reſurreftion to newne(G of Life. Diodate in 
* his Aznorarions faith the ſame. Cajetan upon 
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* the place ſays we are buried with drift by 
*Baptilm into death; by the ceremony of © 
* Baptiſm, becaule he ( that is, the party Bap- 
* tized) is put under Water, anddy this carries 
ta fimilitude of him that was buried who was 
* put under the Earth. Now becauſe none 
* are buried but dead Men, from this very 
© thing that we are buried in Baptiſm we are 
© aſſimulated to Chriſt buried, and when he 
* was buried, 
* Tilenus a great Proteſlaus writer in his diſ- 
* pure off this Text Page $3, $9, ſpeaks fully 
* to this caſe : Baptiſm, ſaith he, is the firft 
* Sacrament of the New Teſtament inftituted 
© by Chrift, in which there is an exa@ Ana- 
0 between the Sign, and the thing figni- 
Be AJ The outward Rite in Baptiſm is three- 
"1, bnmerſon imo the Pater 
2. Abiding wider the WW ater 
3. A Reſwretion out of the Watev. 
The form of Baptiſm, viz. External and 
* Efſential, is no other than the Analogical 
* proportion which the ſigns keep with the 
* things ſignified thereby 5 for the properties 
© of the Water, waſhing away the defilements 
* of the Body, does in a moſt ſuitable fimi 
© litude ſet forth the Efficacy of Chriſt's Blood 
* in blotting out of fin; ſodipping into the 
© Water in a moſt lively ſimilitude ſets forth 
© the Mortification of the old Mtn, and ri- 
« fing out of the Water, the vivification of the 
* new Man The ſame plunging into the 
* Water ( faith he) holds-forth to us that hot- 
© rible Gulph of Divine Juſtice, in which 
* Chriſt for our ſakes fora while was-ina 
« manner ſwallowed up; abiding under the 
« Water( how little a time ſo ever ) denotes 
© his deſcent into Hell, even the very deepeft of 
«Lifeleſnefs , which lying in the ſealed or 
* gvarded Sepulchre, he was accounted as 
© one dead + Riſing out of the Water holds 
© forth to usa lively fimititude of the veft 
© which this dea4 Man got over death ; inlike 
© manner we being Baptized into his deathand 
£ buried with him, ſhould riſe alſo with him, 
© andgo on in a new Life, Thus far the learned 
*Tilenus, a 
Sir, "tis time for you to lay to Heart what 
you have done in trampling upon dippiny or 
Baptiſing, that is ſuch a glerious ſignificant 
ordinance as theſe Authors tell you, and 
no doubt ſpeak the mind of God: And in the 
room of it exalt an hamane and an inſignifi- 
cant invention. Doth Rantiſm or EY 
B 2 r 


bear any proportion to thoſe great myſteries, 
here vn ? doth that figure or hold forth 
the burial of Chriſt; or that of the old Mau ? 
can a few drops on the Face repreſent that ; 
or what repreſentation is there iq that of a 
Re(ureftion ? Alals L you know not what you 
do, Fut to proceed, : 

« 4mbroje ſaith, Water is that wherein theBo- 
« dy is plunged, to waſh away allf19, (1 ſuppole 
«h& mcans "tis a lign of this, ) #4. e..that all fin 
«is >u: icd, Chryſoſtom ſaith, that the Cld Man 
«is 5ried and drowned in the Immerſion un- 
«Jer Water 4 and when the Eaprtized perion 
« is afte; wards raiſcd up out of the Water, 
« it repreſents the RelurreQtion of the new 
© Man to hewneſs of Life. | 

6 Jonat:us Epijt. ad Tradis. F biladeiph. faith, 
« that believing in his death we may be made 
« partakers)of his ReſurreRion by Baptiſm, 
« Kaprifm was given in memory of the death 
« of our Lord. ; 

We perform the Symbols of his death 
( Mark it Reader ) not of the pouring forth 
of, or ſprinkling of his Bluod, nor of the Spirit; 
no,no; but as theſe Authors ſay,'tis a Symbol of 
his Death, Burial andReſurreGtion, which ſprink- 
ling in no manner of way can repreſent. 7uſtin 
* Mariyr ſaith, we know but one ſaving Bap- 
© tilm, inregard there is but one ReſurreCion 
« from the Dead, of which Baptiſin is an Image. 

And from hence we know*nothing of your 
Infants ſprinkling. See more in Sir Norton 
Knatcbbus Notes Printed at Oxford 1677, who 
to the ſame purpoſe quotes Baſil the Greas, 
Laftonius, Bernard, &c. 

* Mr. Perkins 2. Vol. _ 2. 0n Gal. (ſaith, 
* the Dipping of the Body lignifies Mort 'fica- 
« tion or fellowſhip with Chrift in his death, 
* the ſaying under the Water gr ifies the bu» 
* rial of Sin, and coming out of the Water the 
* ReſurreQion from Sin to newnels cf life : And 
* inanother place ſaith, the ancient cuſtom of 
* Baptizing was to Dip all the Fody of the Bap- 
©tizedin Water. To theſe Ancient Writers let mc 
* once again add here for your further convifti- 
© on, what ſome of the chefeſt Prelates of the 
* Church of England have very lately ſaid oa, 
Rom. 6, 3, 4 

The. Reverend Dr. Sharp the prefent Lord 
Arch- Biſhop of Tork, in a Sermon preached bs- 
fore the Qurens Majeſty on Eafter Day, 
March 27. 1692. ſaithhe, and this in anti- 
\ert times was taughtevery Chriſtian in and 
* by his Baptiſm ; when ever a perſon was 
\ Zaptized, he was not only to profe 6 his Faith 
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© in Chrifts Death and ReſurreAion, but he 
«* was to look upon himſclf as obliged in cor- 
* reſpondence therewith to mortifie his for. 
* mer carnal afictions and to enter upon a 
© new State of Life, {1 
* andthe very form of Baptiſm( faithhe ) 
© did lively repreſent this obligation to them : 
© For what did tl.cir plunging under water fig. 
* nifie, but their undertaking, in-imitation of 
© Chrifts Dcath and Butial, to forlake all 
* their former evil courſes 3 As their aſcend- 
* ing out of the Waterdid their engagement 
© to lead a Holy and Spiritual Life ? This our 
* Apoftle ( faith he ) doth more than once 
* declare to us thus, Rom. 6.3.4. We ore 
t buried with Chriji by Baptiſm unto Death, that 
© like 4s Chriſt was raiſed up by the glory of the Fa- 
* ther, ſo we ſhould walk in newneſs of Life, 
* Thus Dr. Sbarp. 
* Dr. Fowler ( Now Lord Biſhop of Gs 
* cefter ) in his Book of deſign of Chriftianity 
© Page $0. On Rom. 6. 3, 4. ſaith, Chriſtians 
* being plunged into the Water, ſignifies their 
* undertaking and obliging themſelves in a 
© Spiritual (enſe, to dic and tobe buried with 
* JeſusChrift in an utter renouncing and for- 
*{aking all theirSias,that ſs anſwering to his re- 
* ſurre&ion they may live a Holy & godly life, 
* Alſo Dr. Sherlock ( Dzan of St. Pauls ) 
*in his Sermon, ' Charity wiibour wſury, on 
* Rom, G, 3, 4. faith, Our conformity to the 
* Death and KeſurreRion of out Saviour, con- 
* fiſts in dying to Sin and walking in newne& 
* of Life: Which ſaith he, St. Paul tells us 
*1s repreſented by the External ceremony 
* of Baptiſm, and rihing out of his watry 
* Grave a new creature. 
Moreover, unto theſe let me add what Dr. 
* Tillorſon, the preſent Lord Arch-Biſhop of 
* Canterbury hath wrote; (ce his Book ftiled Ser- 
* mons on ſeveral occaſions 5th, Edie. Page 188, 
© 189, Speaking alſo of the ſame Text, Rom. 
*6.3, 4 Antiently, ſaith he, thoſe who were 
* Baptiſed put off their garments, which figs 
* nifed the putting off the Body of Sin ; and 
* were immers'd and buried in the Water, to 
* repreſent the Death of Sin , and then did 
* riſe up again out of the Water, to figni- 
* fie their entrance upon a new Life. And 


* to. theſe cuſtoms the Apoſtle alludes when. 


* he ſays, H-w ſhall we that are dead to Sin live 
* any. longer therein ? Know ye not thas ſo many 
* of us that were Baptized into Feſus Chriſt, were 
* Baptized imo bis Death, &c. 


Dr. 


" br Duvet on 48. 3. Page 292, 293. cites 
a moſt learned Anonimons French Proteftant 
«Writer in his anſwer to the famous Biſhop 
$ of Meaux, (peaking thus, viz. "tis moſt cer- 
$ tain, ſaith he, that Baptiſm hath not hitherco 
tbeen Adminiftred, otherwiſe than by ſprink- 
*ling, by the moſt of Proteftants, But truly 
« chis ſprinkling is an abuſe, this cuſtur which 
« without any accurate examination, ſaith he, 
©they retained from the- Romiſh Church, in 
*like manner as many other things, makes their 
* Baptilm very defeftive; it corrupteth its 
« inftitution and ancient uſe, and that nearneſs 
' of ſimilitude which is needful ſhould be be- 
© twixt it and Faith, ntance and reſurreQi- 
*0n. This refletion of Mr. B:fuer deſerveth 
*to be ſeriouſly conſidered, to wit, faith he, 
that this uſe of plunging hath continued for 
'the ſpace of a whole thouſand and three 
hundred years 3 hence we may underftand 
©that we did not carefully as it was meet, ex- 
«© 2mine things which we have received from 
* the Romiſb Chweb. 

© Calvin alſo ſaith I. 4. c. 16. that Baptiſm 
''s a form. or way of burial; and none but 
* ſuch as are already dead to fin, or have re- 
© pented frem dead works, are to be buried, 

But now ſay we, ſprinkling and pouring is 
net the form of Baptiſm, becauſe not the 
form of a Burial ; nor can Infants be the ſub- 
jets of it; becauſe as the learned obſerve, Bap- 
tiſm is a Symbol of preſent, not of future re- 
generation 5 *tis an outward fign of that Death 
unto fin, which the party Baptiſed paſſed 
under then,or ought to have had before - Ba 
tis'd, they then profeſſcd themſelves to 
Dead to fin, 5. &. when they were Buried 
with Chrift in their Baptiſm, for the argument 
of the Apoftle lies in that reſpe&, How ſhall we 
that are Dead to fin live any longer therein? know 


(rt? 


you n#, that ſo many of us who were Baptiyd intg 
Chrift were or into bis Death, both in fign 
and fignification ? And - therefore | as br, 
Sherlock ſays, they riſe ont of that Grave 
4; new born Creaures, it denotes not only. what 
they ſhould be hereafter,” but what they were 
actually at that time. So that as this Texc 
andarguments drawn therefrom utterly con« 
demn ſprinkling and pouring, as that which 
is not Chriits true Baptiſm, ſo it exclades La» 
fants from being the true ſubjetts thereof, be» 
cauſe in them appears no (uch Deathto Sin, 
nor can they be faid to come out of that 
wary Grave as new born Creatures, 

F will only quote one Author more and 
ceed, and, that is learned Zaxchy on Col. 2. 
*12, There are( ſaith he ) cwo parts in rege» 
© neration i. e, Martification and Vivification, 


* that is called a'burial with Chrift, thisa / 


* Reſurreftion ; with Chrift ; the Sacrament 

© both theſe is Baptiſm ; in which we are over» 
* whelmed or buried, and after that do came: 
* forth and riſe again: It may not be (aid 
* truly but facramentally of all that are Bap» 
* tiſed, that they are buried wich Chriſt and 
© raiſed with him, but only of ſuch who have 
© true faith, Thus Zanchy. 

Now Sir, ſee what a ftir and pudder (a3 
on call it ) theſe — make on this. 
ext, Rim. 6, 2,4. Col. 2.12. to. prove 

Baptiſm is Dipping or a figure of a burial ? 
Would you not have us give: the true ene- 
of the Word wherein we concur. with 


all learned Men? 1 hope, by this time Reader,. 


thou art fully ſatisfied that this Man hath ſaid: 
nothing to weaken onr Arguments or 
Grounds for Dipping , tho” "twice as much- 
we have ſaid -on this Account, .in_ that Treas. 
tiſe called The Reffor Refified but this ſhall 
ſuffice here, as to the Mode of Bapefzing, 


— 


—_— 


Where Mr. Shutes Reply 


ro believe, nur are they 


CHAP. IL 


tos Mr. Hercules Collins Anſwer about habitnal Faith» 
3s conſidered, detefted and clearly refuted ; proving that Infants are not required! 
( without 4. mix acle ) capable ſo to. do, nor are they 


— —— —_—— 
_— = 


intended in thoſe places of Scripture that Enjoyns Faith on the Adulr, 


Efore- F proceed to take-notice of what 

this Man hath ſaid about Infants having 

havicual Faith, 1 ſhali note two or three things 
by the Way. 


1. *Tis yery remarkable; and worthy the- 
Readers obſervation, to ſee how the afferters. 
of Jefan Baptiſm differ among themſelves 
about. that Faith they ſuppoſe to be in tn» 


» 


fants ; for, as 1 noted in by Anſwer to Mr, 
Smy ihies Gold refined, Page 144, ſome of them, 
as Thomas Aquinas alerts, They haye the Faith 


of the"Cburch, that being intailed upon all who , 


gre 'within the Palethereot; others lay, they 
have the Faith of the Goffips or Sureties , thus 
th» Church of England, &c. Muſculus feems to 
afl-rt;,” they have an lmpured Fiith ; Mr. Blake 
intimates, They have 8 Dogmatica!|Faitb only 5 
Mr. Baxter would bave if b= a laying Faith ; 
but does rot t-11 us how it agrees or diftersfrom 
the Faith of the Adulr; ſome as Mr, Danvers 
obſerves, ſay, 'Tis a Phyſical ; fore, a Metaphy- 
fealFairh ſome a hyperphylicalFaith; Some ſay, 
I hey are born Believers, which proceeds from 
their Parents being in the Covenant and being 
Pelievers ; but this is to intail Grace to Na- 
ture, 'and Regeneration to Generation; nay, 
and to ailert, allare not Children of Wrath 
by nature, or as they are born and come info 
the World, others ſay, They are made BEe- 
lievers by Baptiſm, that Ordinance conveying 
ce, as Mr, Korbwell, This Man aflerts, they 
ave habitual Faich ; the like do the Arbenian 
Sociery feern to intimate.. But which of all 
theſe ſhall we give credit to? The Truth is, 


they a!l ſpeak without Book, having no 


ground from Gods word to ſay what they do. 

2, We deſire it may be conſidered and 
carefully heeded, left ye ftilk are abuſed as 
Mr. Collins hath been,. that we ftedfaſtly be- 
lievt and readily grant it, as an Article of our 
Faith, That all Infants are under, the Guilt 
and ftain of original Sin as they come into 
the World, and that no Infant can be ſaved 
but through the Blood and Imputation of 
Chrifts rightcouſneſs:; And alſo we do be- 
lieve, That all thoſe dying Infants who are 
laved,God doth in ſome way or another (which 
is not known to us) canify them ;, for -n9 
undean thing can enter into the Hqarenly 
Feruſalem, See our confelhon of Faith, 

3. Wwe to believe, that no dying Tnfant 
can be faved that is not in the Covenant of 
Grace,for tis (throvgh or) by the Grace, Mercy 
and Inconceivable Love of God, as "tis con- 
tained ia the Covenaatz of Grace, that 
Chtift, and all Bleſſings of Chriſt , are mage 
over to al! the Ele, whether Adolr or little 
Infants. We tf#crefore never afferted, That no 
Infants of Pelievers, or uf unbelievers cither, 
are in the Covenant of Grace; but we dq 
aſſert, all Ele Infants arein its Yet wedo 
deny, that the Infarits of Believers as ſuch, 
or as ſo conſidered, as being their Natural 


1 


Offipring, are in the Covenant of Grace 
Having noted theſe three Things, + : 
ceed, Firſt, take what Afr.. Collins hath 


reply; 
pray look into that Chamer, ſairb he, wheye you 
* find that God bath declared two ways for ſaving 
© Ele? perſons ; one for the ſaving of aying Infants, 
* without the Grace of Faith; and the orber for 
; ſaving adult Believers by Faith; And then. be 
asketh two other 4s impertinens Queries. But 

laſt be fixes unon one gon EY 
in Iafarts, viz. Joh. 3. 9g. whoſvever is bort 
of ceo __ commir fin, for his ſeed re- 
maineth in him ; and he cannot fin 

he is born of God. $5 2h 

Anſwer, We ſay there is but one way to 
be laved, and that one way is Jeſus Chrift ; 
"tis by his Sacrifice, by his Blood, by his merits, 
that is, by the imputation of his righteouſneſs; 
but that there is the lame Way or Mode and 
no other, for the Application of the Blood 
and Merits of Chriſt reſpeting ele& dying 
InfaatT as there is for the Adult; and that 
God doth not, cannot ſanRify dying Infants 
any other way but by infuſing the ſame 
habit of Faith, which he infufeth into the 
Adult who believe, he ſhould prove, God 
is « free Agemy,and may have ways to apply 
the- Klood of Chrift and SanRify dying 1% 
fants, that we know not of. 

2. Asto the Text he hrings to prove ha- 
bitual Faith in Infants, of believers, if it 
be not brought to prove that, that Seed or di- 
vine Habit 1s in infants of believers, as ſuch, 
it does not concern the preſent controverſie ; 
'tis Fob. 3. @s which we Will now 
and examine. And letit be well noted, That the 
Seed remaizeth in bim, that ſacred habit abides 
in him, that hath it;'it remgins and ſhall 
remain in every Soul in whom it is infuſed : 
grace in the habit can't be loſt, *Jis a Well or 
Spring of Irving Water , that ſpringeth up unto 
Eternal Life, Joh, 4. 14. Chrift hath prayed, 
That our Faith fail not ; that is, the Seed 

or 


or Habit thereof ; for the Aft, inthe exerciſe 
of it in 3. may fail now and then; if the 
tofants of Believers have the Habit of Faith 
in them, be ſure thoſe Habits will, appear, 
and they muſt be true Believers and be faved, 
becauſe the Seed remaineth in them. 
3. Why do you not anſwer Mr. Collins Ar- 
ument, Page 7. of his reply to you, fairb 
k thoſe Children of Believers which die in an 
ynconverted ſlate, either never bad ube Babirs of 


race, 0r elſe if they bad them hey have loft them, 


there is no loſing . Habits of grace, ergo whey ne- 
ver bad them. | 
| Reader, ſee what Mr, Shae hath ſaid to this 
Argument in Page 42+ of his laſt Book, 
theſe are his words, vie. Therefore { wil put 
#10 4 fair iſue, which ſhall be 1bis, produce me but 
* ane place in al my Bock wbere ] bave afented ibis 
© you have charged upon me, and 1 will turn Anabap- 
$ rojt immediately, Kc. F 

Knſwer, 1f you have. not id that the In- 
fants of Believers as ſuch have habitual Faith, 
what is it you argue for, why do you 
for the habit of Faith to be in them, if you 
ſay you plead only for habityal Faich to be 
in Elc& Infants ? \ 

1, Then 1 hope you will oply have Elect 
Infants to be Baptiled,, and. how do you know 
which they are, ſiace they can make no con- 
felſion of Faith ? .,,_ ;, | 

2, Moreover, Lalſy/ conceive you may ew 
Baptiſm to the Infapts of Unbelievers ; 
fure you dare not deny but ſome- of their Seed 
are comprehended in Gods. Eternal Eleti- 
on, 


3. The controyerſie or diflerence between- 


us and you lies not hbew dying Elett Ilafangs 
are Sanftified, &c. whether by the habir of 
Faith or by ſome other way, by which God 
way apply Chrifts Merits to them, Oc. Bat 
whether the lafaacs of Believers as ſuch have 
the habit of Faith, or Faich in any ſenſe, by 
which they come to have right to that ordi- 
nance, what have we to do with dying In- 
fants? did you Eaptiſe no Infants but {uch that 
dye and were ſure that all the dying Infants 
of Believers were elefted, it might ſeem ſome 
what to. the purpoſe ; tho? not ſo much nei-, 
ther as you may Imagin 3 for, 1 do affirm you 
have ay much ground to give them the Lords 
Supper as you have to Baptiſe them, becauſe 
ſuch who are the proper ſubjedts of Baptiſm, 
have an immediate right according to the ore 
der of the Goſpel to the Lords Supper. 

You muſt have a command or Authaiity 
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from Chrifts word to Baptiſe them, or you 
ought not to do it ; but you have no ſuch cuta. 
mand nor Authority. » 

4+ The habit of Faith without the * At 
gives not a right to that Sacred.ordinance, 
tor Faith and a confeſhien of Faith is required : 
Buti muft "confeſs 1 ſee not how there can 
be the habit and the att; for tho' the 
habit may be Ant to the Att in order 
of nature, yet not in order of time in any 
bcliever ; Prove, if you can, any perſon that 
was .a Believer, had the habit of Faith, and 
yes .- > cen ond the ſame time : 

or as en generally agree, asjſoon 
as life isinfuled into a yay nyo is 
Heat, Motion, Attivity , Oc. the habig of 

race is a Vital Pringiple, and as they ſay, 
tis naturally attive, it is a Spring of perpe- 
tual. motion, as Mr. Chernock ſhews. 

5+ You-lay lnfants may believe: And you 
would have. them-tobe ſuch Children of the 
-F4y/or8 Houſhold, who are faid to believe, and 
yet would have jt to be only Faith in the ha- 
bit ; But all Men of underftanding kno% be- 
lieving refers to te Adt or exerciſe of Faith 3 
you may as well ſay the Faylor had no more 
than the _ of _ for read the words 
again, viz. be rej clieving in God with al 
bis Houſe, -* 

6, If Infants believe they know the 

of their Faith 3 can any believe in him, 


[they know #03? Faith all Men ( I think ) agree 


has its Seat in the will and wderflanding, the 
underflanding is illuminated and ſees the need, 
neceſhty and excellency of Jeſus Chriſt, and ſo 
afients that he is the only Saviour as well 
as: the Will conſents, hends and bows down in 
lubjectionto him : and can any either young 


orold be ſaid to be Believers or to have Faith, ' 


and yet in them is nothing of this?But ſay you 
*Page 22, For as much as the Creature is 
F p:ſtve in the reception of gvace, and Chriſt 1s 
* ail in all, from the foundation of Mans Sal- 
* vation to the ropflone, therefore 4 young Child in 
* the j#/omb or Cradle is as capable of bring bora 
* qg4in 4s well as an old one, for both young and 
* old are dead in fin and Treſpaſſes before they are 
© converted, / 
Anſwer, You ſeery to refer to the Almighty 
power of God ;'*Tis very true, he can if he 
pleaſe infuſe grace into 4 Babe in the Womb or 
Cradle, nay of Stones raiſe up' Children t0 Abra- 
ban ; but the queſtion is not what God cando, 
but what God doth do : Though we do be- 
lieve the creature is paſſe in the firft recep- 
tion. 


II th as. At. 


tion of Grace, yet how do you prove God 
Moth regenerate Lofants in the Womb or Cra- 
dle ? Gods Grace is infuſed into ft and pro- 

r ſubj:&ts 5 and tho' the Grace by which we 

ieve is' from God, yet 'tis the Creature 
' that doth believe. Why do we [ay that Irrational 
creatures are not fit Soil for the Seed of the 
word ? is it not becauſe they have no under- 
ſtanding? and tho' Infants have rational Souls 
yet till chey come to maturity they have no 
knowledg nor underftanding ; the defign of 
God in ſowing the Seed or Habit of Grace 
is, that the Fruits thereof may be produced 
and. brought forth : But you muſt ſay the 
Fruits of grace do not appear in Babes, which 
is Love, Foy, -Peace, Lon ſuffering Genvleneſs,Good- 
neſs, Faith, Meekneſs, Temperance, &c. Gal. 5. 
22.Nor is it poſſible it ſhould without a Miracle. 

Such as is the Cauſe, ſuch is the effe 
-or produtt of it, How God doth Sanftify 
dying Infants ( 1 ſpeak as to the Mode 
of it} no mortal Man | am ſure can tell; 
if it is by infafing Grace, let it be ſo, 
tho' it can't be proved whilt the World 
ſtands, yet Gods defign therein could not be 
the ſame in themas it is in others; he ex- 
peQeth no ſuch fruit ftom them; Nor can 
any Goſpel ordinance be the right of ſuch In- 
fants nor any other, without a precept or ex- 
ample from Gods word. 
- Baptiſm ( as you have heard ) is a ſignificant 
ordinance, 'tis an outward hgn of mortificati- 
on of fin and of Vivification to a' new life, 
and faith is required in reſpe of the att of it 
touching the gracious promiſe of God made to 
all ſuch whorare the true ſubjefts thereof, ſee 
what Dr. Taylor Late-Biſhop of Down ſpeaks a» 
ou this notion of- Infants having itual 

ith , viz. are there any Ads precedents, 
* concomitant or conſequent to this pretended 
* habit ? this trange 1nvention is abſolutely 
* without Art, without Scripture, Reaſon, of 
* Authority. And further, ſaith he, if any run 
* for ſuccour to that exploded Creſphugeron, 
© that Infants have faith or any other inſpi- 
red habit of I know not what, or how, we 
# deſire no' more advantage than that they are 
* conftrained to anſwer without Revelation, 
« againſt reaſvn, common ſenſe and ail experi- 
© ence, 

* Again, he ſaith, how cart any Man know 
* they hare faith, ſince he never ſaw any fign 
* of it, neither was he told ſo by any that 
* could tell ? Thus Dr. Taylor, 

{a Page 22. He ſtrangely reficRs upon Mr? 
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Collins, and endeavours to infer that from his 
Arguments, which no way can In honefty be 
drawn therefrom, viz. that the whole ſtrength 
© of bis arguments againſt Infant Baptiſm naus 
b rally tends to the making Adult Believers the Autbors 
* of their own Faith and Eternal Salvation, 

Anſwer, Let all Men conſider the nature of 
this Mans Spirit ; what little ground there is 
for this Concluſion will ſoon appear to all that 
read Mr. Collins arguments 5 doth he deny the 
infuſion of Sacred habits in Believers, or that 
"tis not by: the grace of-. God alone, that 
they are quickened and regenerated, b:canfe 
he knows not that lofants have the like $a- 
cred habits infuſed into them, 

we ſay the ſame with worthy Mr, Marſbal, 

in Page 73.of his Book; which you recite in the 
* 24th. Page of yours, viz. that Union between 
* Chriſt and the Soul 1s fully accompliſhed 
* by Chrift giving the Spirit of Faith to us, 
© even before we can AR Faith in the recep» 
*tion of him ; becauſe by co _ or $pirit 
* of Faith, the Sonl is indincd to an ative 
* receiving of Chriſt, What of this ? tho' 'tis 
thus in the Adulr, muft this ©pirit of Faith 
or the Habit of Faith be therefore in Infants 
of Believers a!ſo? Sir, let me ask you two 
or three queſtions here before I leave this, 
Is Regeneration in your Infants that are 
Regenerated, the fruit , or produ& of that 
Spirit of Faith or Habits which you plead for, 
to be infuſed into them when Lnfants ? ſureif 
they had any ſuch Habits, when Infants, they 
need no other inſpired Habits when they are 
grown up. 

2. I won'd know fince you ſpeak only of 
thoſe habits ty be in Believers Infants, whe- 
ther they were infuſed before they. were born 
or after ? 

3. Seeing ſome Infants of Infidels or Un- 
believers may be eleted, nay and it appears 
to us by Gods working upon the Hearts of 
ſuch when grown up, ( that they were com- 
prehended in his eleQing love ) had - not 
they likewiſe when Infants habitual Faith 
and fo an equal right to Rapitſm ? 

* In Page 26 you fay, all rhe Seed of Belirvers 
* under the Goſpel do partake of all the benefie 
* and priviledges of the Covenam of Gracs, 


© 45 much as ever rhe Seed en did 

© wnder the I aw. of profeſing Fews 
Anſwer, 1 ſay ſo too; and more : All our 
Children partake of greater benefits and pri- 
viledges of the Goſpel of the New Covenant 
than theirs did of it, under the Law, ( as to 
| outward 


this, ad nin you, they haves gow, 
b a right to the initiating: Seal or Token of the 
© Covenant, oatnely Baptiſm, as ever the 
© Jews Children had to the —_— Seal of 
i the Covenant, namely Circa 

Anſwer, Yougo too faſt; how do you prove 
that 8aptiſm is an initiating Seal of the Co- 


God hath perfefted his praiſe, but that they 
had more than habitual: Faith. Friend, what 
Babes were they Peter Speaks of? 1 Pet, 2: 1, 
2.thathe calls New-born Babes,out of the Mouths 
of fuch Babes, God: hath Ordained Strength , 


venant, ſome call it an initiating rite into®the no doube. 


viſible Church, but is it indeed-an Ordinance 
of initiation into the Covenant of Grace; then 
your Infants are not in the Covenant before 
Baptized, 1 know nathing to be the Seal of 
the en buttheHoly Spirit, Epb. 1.13, 14- 
and cp, 4+ 30+» as touching Circumciſion, that 
was | grant a rite that belo to the Male 


lafants of Airabem and his Seed, if it, was ini» ſoon 


tiating it, only let them into: that N ation! 
Church, but 1 doubtnot but that the Seed of 
Alrabem according to-the Flefh, were alii/both 
Males & Females BornMembers of thatChurch. 

2. We ſhall prove | by' and by, that Cir- 
cumcifion did not appertain unto the Cove- 
nant of Grace; read the Arguments in the '1ft 
and 2d. Part of the Ax layd 19:the Root of the. 
Tre:s: And when you write again anſwer-them, 
for you have not toucherl one of them 3/yet- 
Sir ou havea great deal of Work cut out alt 
ronly for . you, . before this comes 'to your 
_ Eut to. onoonrepin ed am go on' 


prove what Love a 
 PIhat it is ) pry —_ 4Ppe ar 
* from. our Saviour oy s carriage and deportment 
G and thoſe luke Chien ha were brenght 
20 
« Yu ſay thoſe Children were the Chien of 
' believers. 


Anſw, 1 deny ity how you are-ble'ts, + 
prove it, there is no; ſuch- thing recorded! of 
them, vi. That they were the Children of 
believers: Ape. Mgr page 27+ you ſay Chrift did 
© bl-ſs them with ſpiritual blefingt. 

; £fow, Wicws may. not you be found (as 

you know). to aflertfalſe.chings of 

a Rh ls it aid te them with -{piri- 
tual bleffings ? bat fince you know-ſo- well, 
what pry ant were they f You 
$ he did not Raptize ; didhe" ther 
Bn them habicusl Faith for that blefing/you 
plead for to bein Infants*Reddey,' Tis evident? 


oder Ye of dalingtdebick-nas by putting 
Ts 22 0 ANG: Be pepes 
but it was of bealipg, be. 'prayed- 


« You ſay Chriſt prayed foo none , but for 
"the Ele page 27: - | 

1 An/mer, Not for ſpiritual bleſſings; but how 
do you know he never for Healing, 
and other Temporal ngs, for ſach, that. 
were not of his Ele& ? you i ry 
and bold aſſertions. * Youlay —d. 
as aduls Heathens were C 
had C bildren, they mere ered 
thew', as being- np L theo 


Anſwer, . 1 deny that likewiſe ; Uo what 
Heathens Children , after the Parents believed 
and were Baptized their Children alſo' were 


Ton ohne 
nda part on 

is fuſliciene 10 he Baptized, then 
rents COIOERENny ſerve for = 


rents 


* You ay, en or ok 
ai Adwlv on 75 # capable ves 
bi} hn a js, ans Quore Luther in the 


_ 'Tis true littleChildrey may have 
Faigh if-Gud pleaſe to mew a s ror ory 


pable of: this Faith ? nay Lefficwredbr'as mas 
ny of the Children of and nonbelic- 
vers may haye the Canperation of the Spirit! 
in them as the Infants'of believers, Diſprore 
putting itjf you can ? 


23; Doth not God work ordinarily 1 n ſech/ 
Subjects ma the exerciſe of KR - , and 
nder. 


underfianding * Tho” the grace'\is given by 
which we dobeheve,\. yet is not the 'att- ours, 
Can Gad be ſaid tor believe for us;or can there 
be faith in any fubjett, and yet-no knowledg 
of the ubjeft,- no nor one rational i attiex- 
erted ? 120 415 

But ( if this be ſo, that the Infant believes 
© himſelf.) why do you hint in the Text 
* words, That a Man is as truly bound why 
© bold of 1he promiſe for bis Childreny as for -bim- 
* bimſelf ? There's no need for the Parents to 
belicvye for their Children, if they can believe 
for themſelves ; Sir pray reſolve the doubt, 
ſay what faith i tis. lnfants bave 4s. it» their 
own, dd'they believe themielves or their Pa» 
rents for them ? 

To put this out of doubt, you in| Page 20. 
£6 about toprove 1nfants did believe,) and fo 
may believe 5 the Text you bring [is that in 
Mat. v8. 2: 234356. + Aid Jeſus called « little 
Child unto bim, and jes bim inthe midft of them, 
And ſaid, verily I ſay unto you, Except ye be con- 
veried, 'and become. as Winile Children.z\ ye" ſball 
not enter into the XK ingdom of Heaven. Verl. 6. 
But whoſo ſbaſ Fo one of theje linle ones which 
believe in me, &c. 

* Here you make a preat ſtir telling us that 

© Chriſt. ſpeaks of Old Diſciples and of Young" 
© Diſciples, Page.33- Here us the —— 
©{ be) 2:1he Old D1ſcip/es (them) (3 "Chriſt takes 
* bis Obſervation from the believing Tong Diſci- 
P &c. A  þ.4 . 


Anſwer, I utterly deny that Child, or thoſe 
little Children, whoare | 6g, ſaid to be 
believe io Chrift,to be Infants. 

1. For 'tis exprefly ſaid, Chriſt cated that 
Child 10bim he was able to came; -\no'doubt 
whom Chrift called : Could an Infant do'that 7? 

2+ To-put the matter out of done,” tig 
evidentas to matter of fat, God hath in opr 
days wrought by bis Spirit, ſavingly -on ſeye- 
ral little Children, ſome three or four years 
old, others about ſix or ſeven, as Mr. Jenawsy 
in bis token for Jinde Children (hews and names 
the Children: [Now it might be ſuch a firrle 
Chi)d Chrift callgd to: him, and who did ei 
bve in him, and 'tis fuch little-Chilrer bb 
ſpeaks of, that do believe -in him; | whio* gre 
able to believe ; but what is this to prove In« 
fants do believe and' ate able to believe. : If 
this be ſo, you need not plead only for the ha- 
bit of Faith to be in them, for now you'think 
you have proved they have* Faith itſelf,” for 
oy "ap not afly tothe habity,Vutto 


C16) 


zly. Befides, if we may-not conclade + 
were ſuch little Childreh,” yet( as Mr: cilling 
obſerves and divers others )'it may inte 
ſuch believers who have / ſuch and ſuch qualis 
ties that-are in young Children,” vix, harmleſs, 
humble; Inneccnt;, Os, as Paul ſpeaks, in milice 
be you Children, 

* From bence you ſay, $25, that it appears in- 

*jallibly that little Children” of believing Parents 
%. are Church Members, and bave an indubiuble 
© right unto the Ordinance of Baptiſm, Ec, 
- Anſwer, 1 grant thoſe little Children who 
do believe in Chrift, have 'an indubitable 
right to Baptiſm and to the ' Lords Supper at- 
ſo, as ſoon as they are Baptiſed : Bur not In: 
fants. 

* in Page 28. You ſay that Timothy was Bape 
© rifed when be was a Ebild, 

- (Anſwer, 1 am \ubje&t to think he was very 
young when he did firſt believe and was Bap» 
tiled, may be hewas a Child; but prove he was 
Baptiſed when he was an Infant and 1 will be- 
come'a Pedo Baptiſt. And ſince his Mother and 
Grand-Mother were both ' believers, - no doubt 
had he been Baptiſed when an Infant Chrift 
would have !eft it upon Record, to have put an 
end to this controverfie, which he knew and 
foreſaw inafter times would ariſe. 

+ Bur'"this is no whereto be found, fo that 
you are wiſer then what is written; " 

1-7 But Sir; are your Infants Church Mem- 
bers with you 3 doth the Church 4 belong 
unto conlifts of ſuch as of the Adult 

I thought none accounted their Infants to 
be Church Members but "thoſe who are for 
national -Churehes ; Infarit Baptiſm ſeem as 
if it was continved according to the nature 
of ſuch a wnftiruti6n;* 3nd not for a Golpel 
Church confticution, which conſifteth only of 
a2Confregation of godly Men ind W. men. 

 Im-Page” 24." You pifitively alirm,' this is 
the 'Chnrch of which al' the Seed of Believers, 
are Members 'as' much now as ever the Jews, 

Children were undey the Law, For it is the ſame 
Church Rave, 1h” in a#&rbY Ureſs or wider another 
diſpenſation,” Our $190ur did not deRroy | the 
Church ſtare when' be ' hcommunicared. the node» 
lirving Jews! '&c,' 7 whim <a 

1. A»ſyver, VyOaght'that'the Chntch You 
are a Member of wis congregational, not na- 
wonal, and 1 am fatisfied rhat it is o, and 
that they' do own no national Charch to be 
2.rue Ohurely .of Chrj#,' 4 mean fuch that 
confiterk of Paytnts} andtheit Chijdren as un- 


2 2 der heLaw ill the HtionalChirch '6f the Jewre 


2, 1 


2, I deny that all or any, lafaats of behic- 
yers are \Members of the Goſpel Church! 


prove it: if you, can 3-and,, alſo 1 de affirm the _ 
afti 


$tate.95 tution.of the Goſpel Church, 


is not the | Gow as it was uader th< Law Te 


'Tis evidentall-the Jewiſh Infants were born 
Members of that Chucchz it being zationg}, - 
But now the. Church is built up of living 
Stores conſiſting of . the. Spiritual Seed. af 
Abraham only, not of the natural or carnal 
Seed of Belicvers-- | 
And I am perſwaded, tho? your, Reverend 
Paſtor is for  Lniant Bapujm, yer he will agt 
allow of what you here aftica. 4 _., ... 
But Sir, if your. Infafitsare all born, Chprch 
Nembers, Huw Gag $aptiimbe an initiating 
rite to them, 1 allow nut, nor you neither, 
any perſon: to be - a right regular member of 
a Goſpel Church, uaxil 8aptized ; But, you, in 
page 35. ay, that liggle, Ghi of believing 
arents are Chuxch Members, and fo 4eem. to 
argue for theic wry vary but if. al be- 
lievers Seed are boca Church Members, ours 
areas good; Church Members as yours, tho' 
.- Yqu-in, the. laſt place ſerm, greatly to.mj(s 
the matten, in one . great cale,,-,viz;) you. di 
ſtjinguiſh, not berwegn. the vilible ayd inviſi- 
ble; Church, ynder.. the Law.: The, inviſible 
Church .is but one and the ame.in every age, 
that, gonſiſteth. only of all the cl:& ;z we grant, 
but the yilible Chyrch is not the ame now 
as it was. uader the Law. or 
.» That the whole State and Conſtitution of 
the national Church of. !ſrael or natyral Seed 
of Abraham is gone and diſſolved, your learned 
Brethren will at deny, and ,there is no-ngti- 
onal -Church in, its .xvom conſtituted hy, aur 
Lord Jelus Chriſt. $0 that 'cis not anexr 
communication of; the Jewiſb only, but an ab- 
ſalute diffalution. of their Church State, as 
Mr. Cotton, Mr. C wock , Dr. Omen, and 
many others af{ctt. wack 
© jn page 99, 100, &c. you 4gin 
* declare, that the State of the Chr 
-* ſame now 4s it was under the Law , and 
© bath the ſame Attributes, and made of the ſame 
t ingredients, and bath the [ame Titles, and lives 
* upon wh; ſame Food, and was « Baptized Church, 
© and 8.91 in the ſame, relation ta God and. Chriſt 
6 45 the Goipet Church 4th now, 
You. proceed to make theſe things to ap- 
r 


tively 


1. You begin with, the Attributes of , the 
Church uader the Law, vi. if you obey my 


t) 


is the 


rally, or-by Covenant to be' . Married to the 
whole Houſe gf {/rgel, and became, an . Huſband, 
to _ np ache Pt Nye ape No 
a promite to 4 F wdad, iq; 1 will make 
4 new Covenant gd. nf the Couts 
nans | Wade why wr Faber tim the dey that] oo 
them by the Hand, 10 bring them out of the Land 
Crna they in 


& > be pag by brokeg4libough 1 was 
4% Haiband ig them, ſ4iub tbe Lord, v0.32. Now 
in that Covenant. God made; with Som when 
he brought them qut of the Land of Egypt, he 

ave them their urch State and many 

xternal Earthly nogs, Laws and carnal 
Ordinances ; and like as a Husband cares and 


oomegns oe the Wiſe, lo di God, care and 
pProyige 107+ Cem ang. prejenve” tn 

A A GE 4 
GA} ef But that, Law js now ed, 
Rom.7,4;And God is y% go longer fockrs US- 
band to them ; Nor hath he Married any other 
External Nation or. People ( as ſa conſidered ) 
in the World ; But nowGod in the Goſpel Co- 
math .an Husband infrd fo thn & was 
a Typical Husband ;,.nor.js the Goſpel-Church 
Married tothe; Lord by-that-ojg t 
Law, bot, by . the new Cavenagty/ which is 

accor 
h 


not wy ©yg; Mareover,they.not keep» 
pa” ve venant were o0t ſuch 4peculiar 
tres/ure to..the Lord, as Relievers are -t0 him 
in the New Covenant :; Chriſt hath und41 
for all the true members of his myſtical Body, 
they are married tg bim for ever and they are 
to him an Eternal excellency , therefore the 
Jewiſh viſible Church  diffeced ſcong$he 
Goſpel Church» Yet , +5 hoy 
2, 1 alſo grant that all thoſe under the 
Law who were members of the -javiſible 
Church, or ele ones, were as choice a trea» 
ſure to God as any Eclicvers are ous, aud in 
the like ſafe condition. 


C 2 | 2.'Tis 


q- 'Tis evident that the legal Church of the 
Jews was not made up of the ' ſame matcer, 
or ingredients, as the Church is; for ac 
cording to - the. | Inftitution of the 
Church, none ought to be made members of 
jt but Believers ' only, Bot in the Jewiſh 
Church the fleſhy or carnal Seed were atmit- 
red by Gods ordination and appointment, God 
did allow of the fleſhy Seed as ſuch then to 
be members of that Church, but he doth not 
aflow of ſuch to be in the Goſpel Church, 

© You mention,in Page 100. /ber in Exod. 25, 
* 21. And thou ſhalt make « Cantleſtice of pure 
«* Gold, &c, andyou hint this was the Church 
* and the ordinances of God: And therefore the 
* ingredients ave the ſame under the Goſpel as the 
* Church was under the Law, | 

Anſwer, I Though the Candleſtick of = 
Gold had been a ſhaddow or. Figure of ſome 
thing to come, and that it referred not tothe 

Church,but to the Church under the Gof- 

, «nd this being ſo, how can this prove that 

Church conſiſted of the ſyme matter and in- 
as the Goſpel Church does F. 

© 2. You ſay that the Chweh of ' God wider 

, Irvell upon the ſame Spiritual 

© Food as the Church of Chrift dock new, &c. Page 


93+ | 
1, Anſwer, all that were of myſtical 
Body of Chriff then, *tis true, didfeed on the 
_— king hat you ſay, Can 
2. BUY pray what you any 
of thoſe that feed on the Fleſh of Chriſt and 
drink his Blood, periſh ? for 'tis evident, ma- 
ny who ( are ſaid to ) Eat of the ſame ſpiritual 
Meat, and drank the: ſame ſpiritual Drink, 
periſhed in the Wiiderneſs, 1 Cor. 16.5, 6;7,8. 
3. They all Eat the fame Marrs that Calch 
and Foſbus did, which is called Heavenly or 
iritoal Meat, and Drank of the Water out 
of the Rock that was a Typ, 'of Chrift, 
The Fews, ſay our Anmotariors, Eat the ame 
Spiritual Meat that we do now ; they in the 
, we in the Antitype ; they as a Church 
but” the Shell comparatively, and we the 
Kernel : they had the ſhadow, we the ſubs 
tance ; their Ordinances were called Carnct 
Ordinances and their promiſes Earthly, ours 


are Spiritual Ordinances, and better - 
ſes; Therefore the Church under the Goſpe) 
foes not feed on the ſame food'which the 
Chorch did under the Law. | 

* 4. You ſay the Chivch winder the Law was 
* Brpiiſed, Men Women and Children, Ant there 
* ;an be ng tri Church bus mbat is ſo now. 


(18) 


* Tou mention that in 1 Core 10.'t. 2. flere 
* is & Church, ſay you Baptized, &c. and yer one of 
© tham Dipped or Duct'd voer Bead and Exrt, 

Anſwer, You miſtake," the Jewiſh Church 
was no Baptized Church, they had no Ordi. 
pance of iſm, this was but 'a Typical 
Baptiſm; but if they were) a they paſſed 
the Sea ) Baptiſed, and yet only Sprinkled, by 
Rein failing upon them from the Cloud, then 
will make the Church of Iſrael all Anabaptifts, 
for they were all Sprinkled after they paſſed 
through the Sea, ſee Exod. 24. $8.” and Moſes 
100k vbe Blood and Sprinkied it on. the" People, both 
the Book and al] "the ' People, Heb. 9. 9. 

"Tis evident you by this render them to be 
- Rebaptiſed, ſhould what you ſay be grant» 
E '* 

2. But Sprinkling is not Baptifing 3 nor 
was that a real, but a Typical | 
when they pafſed thro 


'cis ſaid and muchCattel alſo: But that Typical 


Baptifin bears great A with Dipping, 


* place. The Apoftic uſeth that term in re- 
* gard (ſay they ) of the great 
© ewixt Baptiſm ( as it was uſed 
* going down into'the Waters and 
*pedin them, and the Iſraclires go 
* into the Sea, the great receptacle of Water 
* tho” the Water at that time was 

* heaps on cither fide of them, yet they ſeemei 
* buricd in the Water. 


place. And, 

This being fo you need not call the Arg- 
beptifts to wonder at, what you thought you 
had got __ bh Genie" tie 

Do think that- among s't 
raſſed through the Sea, there were not fome 
Unbelievers as well as a that mixt Pes- 
ple 3 will you plead for the Baptifing 

ne avd ungodly perſons ? fer this will 

ſtify their being Baptiſed as far forth as that 
of the Infant heed Believers, 

Thus I have anſwered all your arguments, 
to prove there is no difference betwixt the 
State and Nature of the Goſpel. Church , and 
that under the Law ; and further t» convince 
you of your miſtake in pleading for ſuch a 
Church , take Dr. 0-ens ſentiments and 
ſome other Reverend Independents of 2 Gol- 

Chvrch aud of the Diflotution of theFewilb 


burch, 
Que tion 


ion, Fhet is an Inftinned Church of the 
?( he anſwers.) 

Anſwer, A ſociety of perſons called out of 
(the World, or their natural Worldly ftate, 
«by the Adminiftration of the Word and Spi- 
« rit, unto obedierce of the Faith or know- 
$ledg and Worſhip of God in Chriſt joyned to- 
s in an Holy Band, or by ſpecial agree 
« ment for the exerciſe of the Communion of 
«Saints in due obſervation of all the Ordi- 
*nances of the Goſpel. Catech, p. 19. 

' See alſo Page 91. how he diftinguiſhes 
a Goſpel Church from the Church under 
the Law, which he calls a National Church, 

* again, he faith, Page 93, the National 
Church of the Jews with- all the Ordinances 
* of it, being removed and taken away the 
*Lord Chrift , hath appointed particular 
* Churches or united &ffemblics of Believers, 
* fc, See Reverend Mr. Ford: war efr wwe 
* opened, Chap. 1. 5. where ives 
' aright AiſerSrion of @ Goſpel Church In- 
*ftituted by Chrift, viz. a fociety of Godly 
$ Chriſtians who give themſelves firſt to the 
* Lord and then to one another, &c- 

In Chap. 3. Page 22. he ſhews the matter 
'of a Charch more fully, and that it 
* doth conſiſt only, of regencrate and con- 
© verted + Such as are Married to, 
* and have-put en Chriſt, ſuch that are ſaving- 
ly, and powerfully enlightned., and ct 
om—_ em , og convinced of Sin, 
* of Righteouſneſs, and Judgment. 

Now are Infants capable of theſe things, 
*dyain, he fays, Page 25+ that all Church 
* embersonght to be ſincere bedyted Believers, 


Where is your Infant ChurthMemberſhip, if bel 


what theſe worthy Minifters' fay, be right as 
be ſure it is ? Icite theſe Authors to convince 
you that you have not a right notion of a Goſ- 
pe] Church, in that you ſay it differs not 
from the Church of the. Fews which was 
national 3 if you nre ro ladependent, but are 
for 'a | Nationat' Churt, bring _ forth 
your argunenty ; | but firft conſult Dr. 
Owen, &c.' ils ; ' 

© The Ur. fAith further, $ix. that Got doth 
© require regeneration a5 an indiſpenſabJecon- 
© dition in a Memb& of ' his Church, a Sub- 
« ject of his Kingdom ;' for his T-mple is now 
© built of living Sronr's 1 Pet, 2. 4. Men Spiritual 
« and avingy -quic from their Death 
© in Sin, and' by the Holy Ghoſt ( whereof 
© they are mtide-partakers } made a mcet ha- 


Epb, 


- 


2. 2t, 22. 1 (0, 


27 


3 


the Root of 45re. 
this People much 
that is that which 
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ink, nos t0 ſay with 
Abraham 10 our Farber, 


ey 

Covenant, Temple, and Ta- 
and ſuch things,is burnt up, aad (6 
have no Root left them to ſtand upon. 
The Lord he faith hath cus us of 
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nor the Branches of 


birth but Regeneration is a being 
ora ſecondGeneration which is 


nerate 
the Souls of dying Infants, that —_ ved. 
Yet what is this to the of Rclicyers, 


ai ſuch? | 
'Befides, if Jobr Boptiff, or Jeremiah the 

were ted in the Womb, or any oc 

Infants, then it would follow they were not 

born Childrenof wrath as others: Nor coult 

their Regeneration be called 4 being born 

us ( as I hinted before ) but their firſt 
irth muft be ſo called. 

You 1 ſee ' thoſe Scriptures where oac 
Lord Jeſus Speaks. of the Adult, to Infants, 
'& that, AH 16, 15. Tobn, 2. 3. So that 

Infants. 


Infants by your notion-are required to. be- 
eve and 16 W born again ; nay you, in» Page 
24, 25 Challenge Mr. Collins ts, the nam: of whe 
Lord 10 produce but one Texp . of Scripture that 
© 41th {ilcover any ogber way , ov, :means,. wheremm 
©Gol hath ordained and appointed #6 ſave Elect: 
© dying Infans in  difjering in any point or part 
© of it , from that wherein be ſaves Alult behe- 
*wvers ? Again in Page 19. ſay you , where 
© will you fiud two ways for whe ſaving Eleft Per- 
* ſons; KC. PUP TW 

Anſwer, As to the way of Salvation, 'tis 
we Erant but one, viz«;Chriſt:is the way, nor 
is ttere Salvation in any. other ; But the: mode 
or minner may differ about , the Application 
or mans of that one way. in ſome points, 
as may appear to all, vix. 

i. TheAdult (cxcept Ideots) are not ſaved 
without the aQ and exerciſe of Faith,dying, !n» 
fants are, 2y, The *dulrt are nvt ſaved, with- 
out a&tual repentance, , but dying Infants.ace, 

ly. The Adult are not ſaved. without Moti» 
Aion of. Sin, taking, up the Croſs, and fol- 
lowing of Chrift. But Infants are ſayed with» , 
out any of theſe, or any other, Sacred Atts 
of obedience whatſoever ;, and yet will you 
ſay the way (as to.the Moge, or manner) of 
the Salvation of dying. lofants,, differs iq. no 
one point frot) Adult perigns.: How will you 
prove that 'tis the habit. of, Faith, and not 
the At of Faith, that- applies Chriſts.merits 
and Rightequſneſs to the Soul in adult , per- 

ſons:is it not from the habit,the Soul is. enabled 

to believe, and ſay hold on Chrift ;, and is it not 
thus that Chrift ſayes the Adult, and doth he 
juſt ſd and inthe. ſame mode gr manner ſave 
dying Infants? , 4 
"*"'AF to the producing one Text. the Caſe, 
1 fay the Hoty Ghoſt is wh leat as touch- 
ing the way or mapper or the. application of 
Chrifts fnerits, to dying nfants, or. how their 
fnful natures are ſanQified; yer that the modes 

difter in many reſpects, as 1] have ſhewed, is 
evident. Kot; 

As to what you fay itn Ptge'q7. I ask, how 
do yen knew but that. ſome of; the dy In- 
fants of Infitels may be clefted as wall as 
Infants of befievers, an1' ſo TH as good a coy- 
dition ? Nay, Fow d& von know but that all 
Infants dying in Infancy may be elefted? ſire 
1 am, natura'y all are born in Sin , and't 
know no difference in that reſpec, nor is there 
any wh'n grown vp mul grace is. infuſed: 


{s gruce antnot the natural Birth that makes 
any d.ftrrence between the 


Children. of Be- 


FO \ 


lievers, and the Children of unbelievers 5 and 


1 do afficm, till Children have aRtual Faith, 
or do believe and repent, they have no right 
to the Ordinance . of Baptilm, nor have you 
proved the contrary, ner ever will, 

The Church of England acknowledg - the 
ſame, viz. that Infants are not ableto perform 
Faith and Repemance, the two great prerequiſics 
of Baptiſm, by reaſon of their render age, there. 
fore they have tound out lureties to ingage 
for them. 

In rage 57. you greatly abuſe Mr. Col- 
lins, in laying that he allows not. Ele&t dy- 
ing lofants, to be in the Covenant of Grace, 
Doth it follow, becauſe he denies the Infants of 
believers, as ſuch, to be in the Covenant 
of. grace, therefore. he denies ele& hifants 
to be-in the Covenant, of Grace? \Sir, -you 
ought, not to bear falſe witneſs againſt your 
neighbour, as you have-dane 3 he will tell yon 
and. hath told, you chat all that are ſaved, are 
ina the Cdvenant of Grace. 

Reader, Pray note how difengenuous: this 
Man ſe-ms to be, and how he bath firaogely 
encumbred ths preſent controverſiie, in talks 
of habitual grace in dying ; Infants for what 
is that to the purpoſe, figce he refers not to 
ſuch Lafants of believers that live ? he, himſelf 
acknowledges that all their-Ilofants who live 


have not the habit of Faith : Nor can he - 


prove any of them: have it, or ſuch that die 
either ; therefore unleſs no other but dying In- 
fants were baptized by the Pedo Bapriſts, this 
can no ways concern the controveriie. 

2, Conſider, that fince thoſe ſuppoſed ha- 
bits in Infants of believers, do not appear 
to us, nor do we know which they are, what 
ground ir, thers..to > Baptiſe-:any of then ? 
For what appegars not is not ( as- to: us) 
Shou'd we Baptiſe any Adult perſons - jn whom 
no | Fruit, Sign, or demoaſtration of Faich 
appears than what ,appears in Infanrs, cer- 
tainly we ſhuuld be: worthy of the greateſt 
blame imaginable : For 'tis, evident that is 
all whoſoeyer that are the true ſubjxtts of 
Baptiſm, ought the habits.of Faith not -only 
to be, but the AR, confeſhon and fruits-of 
4t alſo, True, we might plead thus; what tho' 
weſee no fruits of Faith.in. ſame, yet they 
may be2 ecletted, and: the babit of Faith may 
be in them; Nay, this allowed , vix. , that 
they may Baptiſe all the Infants of Bclieyers 
promiſcuouſly, ſuppoling ſome, are true $ub- 
jets and have habitual Faith, why ay, 1 may 
they not allo Saptile ( by the ſame argumcn: ) 

the 


the Infants of Infidel or Unbelievers, fince 
arhoog them may be ſome elettcd allo ; and if 
ſo, why net as much the babit of Faith asany 
Ele 1ofant of Behievers f | 


To conclude withthis, take three or four 
Arguments. ' 

Arg. 1. That: which cannot be proved 
of this nature tiom the word of Gud," nos 
thing being divettly or  indirettly. {pokere 
about it, is ablur d and vain for any perion to 
afſert, * 

But it cannot be proved frum the word, of 
God that one Iuiant of believers or any 
other, have habitual Faith ; there being nas 
thing dixely or induettiy ipoken abour It, ergo 
'tis abſurd and vain tor any perion- to atlect 
that any Llafant of Believer hath babirual 
Faith, 

Arg. 2. 'Tis forbid,and a fioful thing for any 
to ply into Gods | lecrets: - AN they that 
pry [-intvu the way how God applies the 
merits of Chcaft to dying Latapts, and ſandt- 
fiett'them, do pry into God Secrets, ergo: 'tis 
- "2 and a fiutul thiog' to pry into that; 

CG, : 
The Text 'fays politively, ſecret Things 
belong 'unto. God's not unto us That 15, 
ſuchy ſecret- thi 
known to his 


are now revealed,” and ſome-things alſo that 
are mace known to the godly, are. kept ſecret 
from the wicked 3 hence *ris, laid-#be Secrets 

the Lord are with them-that fear bim,and be will 
frwtten ty Covenan, Pſal. 25. 14- The Co- 
vyenant of | grace That is - hid from others is re- 
vealed to believers; they underftand the na- 
ture, Bleffmgs, and duties of !it : they know 
no perſon can be ſaved but-by the Grace of 
God in this Covenant, nor wit hout 'the merits 
of Chrift-and- Sanftification : But yet how 
the merits_of [Chriſt or the blood of the Co- 


venant. is applyed to Infants that die , .or" 


how they are SanQtified is no where re- 


vealed to the godly ( therefore one of- 


Gods Secrets _J if this Man knows if, let him 
ſhew where it is written, or hath he it by Reve- 
lation ? 

* But this Man fays Page 129. That the 
«Salvation of all the Elect is revealed 3 and 
«Chriſt aith, there is orbing covered that ſball 
and bid that ſhall not be 
«hn. 
* An[mer, Sure thoſe words muſt be taken 
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wh-ch God/ hath not made: 
et Children ; tor we deny” 
not but ſome things that.were- keptriecrer,' 


with reftriion, for there are tmany*rhings 
not {revealed ,” and tho? it is revealed that 
all the Ele&& are ſaved 4nd SArNa F 
Chriſt |, pe ew me "where "ris © rev 
o _ wn that" Infants haye "habit 
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Arg. '3. They who have had .an Habit of 
Faith infuſed into them, can never loſe it, . 

But ſuch "Infants * that live may loſe your 
ſuppoſed Habit of Faith ; *Therefore. 

- Such- Infants never had/an Habit of Faith 
infufed into them.” For proof of the Major 
Prepolition; See 1"Fobn 3. 4, The Seed re 
mains in him; Zake 22: 23, I have, prayed for, 
thee, that thy Faith failnot.  - © 

Arg. 4- Thoſe Infants who tave your ſup. 
poſed 'Habit of Faith infuſed into thew ara 
Regenerated, and when grown up to math- 
rity, 'need no other Regeneration; But thoſe. 
Infants when erewn up to maturity do ,necd 
Regeneration 5 Therefore, ' | 
: Thoſe Infants have no ſach Habit of Faith 
infuſed into them. : 

© 1f he | ſhould ſay thoſe habits Iinfuſcd 
in Infancy do regenerate their Soul , -lec 
him prove it; How doth it come to- paſg 
then that ſome of the Children of Believers 
are nat regenerated till they are ( may be ) 
30'or 40 or50, years old?” Strange that ſuch, 
habits thould be in them, and yet lie aſlcep/ 
ſo long, and evil habits predominate in them. 
till that time, 

This Man in Page 45. poſitively affirms, that, 
ſome Children have had Faith tho* he cannot. 
prove any Infants have it that are now living : 

If he by Children means Infants, I do deny, 
it, and bd him prove what he ſays, for the, 
Text he mentions in Luk: 1.41,proves no ſuch, 
thing : What tho# the Babe leaped in the 
of Ettqaberk;doth that prove the Pabe had faith 
or the habit of -it ? Neither "Goth that in 2 
Tim. 1. 5, frabde' ers ht 

What tho? St. Paul was perſwaded that 
Timothy had when an” Adult perſon, like 'un- 
feigned faith that was in his Gran mother 
Lots, and in his Mother Eunice, doth that prove 
he had the habie of Faith in him when an In» 
fant ? 

If you ſay that the habit of Grace may be 
in a perſon, and yet nor appear, a& nor in- 
fluence or diſpoſe the perſon according to the 
nature and quality of it, you may as well ay 
there may b« a. principle .of life in a perſon . 
and yet he may be dea4,or have no Life,Senſe, 
feeling, or motion in him ; or there may be 
Fire, 


Fire, and no Heat, a Sun and nolight, Wa- 
tec and no moiſture; alſo you contradidt all 
Divines and wiſe Men-ia the World in theic 
notions about a habit of Grace or vital 
Principle : they ſay where: theſe babits are 
*there is Divine Life, - there is a Spirit of love 
and other Graces, whercby- as their underfiand- 
ings arc poſſeſſed with knowledg of the excel- 
lencies of Gods ways, ſo their wills are ſea- 
ſoned by the power of thoſe habics, and as 
* the old nature is the habit of Sin, ſo; the new 
* nature is the habit of Grace ; where the ha+ 
* bit of Faith is, they tell. you there is; a ready 
* diſpoſition to every good work, and a5 'tis rea+ 
*dy in reſpedt of diſpoſition it. is» in the ai» 
* vity of motian, yea that *tis naturally attive 
* according to its Divine nature, and volun« 
® tary aftive. And where theſe habits are 
© there is a kind of natural! of moti- 
* on from life and habit, Wc, 

* Now if theſe habits do remain in any In- 
© fants of Eclijevers that live.:: How comes 
©it to paſs there Ag + theſe effets and 
* Operations, but the di contrary til new 
* dabits be infuſed? « 

If you ſay theſe habits may. be quite loft, 
ther there is a poſſibility of falling quite from 
true Grace. .. . 

Reverend Dr. Omen in bls diſcourſe of the Holy 
Spirie, Page 416. faith, *© That the habit 
* of Grace 154 vertue, a Power, a Principle 
© of Spiritual Life, wreught, created, infuſed 
*jnto eur Souls, and laid in all the facultics 
* of them conſtantly abiding and unchangeably 
© refiding in them. -— 

* And again ſaith, this abideth always in, 
* and with all that are ſanQified.  — And 
© hereby are they prepared, diſpoſed and cn- 
* abled unto all duties of obedience. | 

Thus you ſee that there is not in any In- 
fants of Believers that live', any habit'of 
Faith,and if you Rill affirm it you will run up» 
on one- Rock or another which will fink your 
Ship down to the bottom without remedy, 
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aw * 


In Page 41. Mr, Shave refleQts upon Mr, cot. 
lins becauſe he calls Infants ignorant Babes, 
See his words, viz. * He ſeems 10: make the ig ng. 
© rance of you"g Infants 10 be 109-bard.s maich foy 
* the Wiſdom and Power of God, and render; [x. 
© fames wholly uncapable of receiving the” Seeds of 
© Grace. 

Anſwer, Doth Mr. Collins queſtion the wiſ- 
dom and power of Go, becauſe he affirms 
Infants are mora''y uncapable of thoſe ha- 
bits of Faith which are in Adult perſong ? 
What cannot God do? no doubt he that 
in Infants the Seed or habit of natural know. 
tedg, will, affeQions, &e. can infpire Infants 
with the hadits of Divine Grace, nay, and ay 
eaſily bring thoſe [Natural and Divine habits 
in their In when inſuſed, into as and 
Exerciſe alſo, according to'their diſtin& na. 
tures and Operations as in the Adult; But 
for any to afﬀeert that God doth: this is the 
buſineſs, and 'tis that which-we do deny, and 
fay, God infuſes no ſuch habits into any [n« 
fants' { that we know of ) who ar-out'of a 
moral capacity to AR and improve thoſe ha- 
bits, according as they diſpoſe, incline, and 
impower all that have them. 

2. And let it be alſo conſidered whether - 
this Man doth not go about 1 Jimir the = 
one of I'rael: When he argues that 
God ſavesand ſanttifies the Adult by infuſing 
the habits--of Grace into them Of, that 
therefore God muſt that way and 'no other, 
ſanftify and apply the Blood and righteou ſnefs 
of Chrift to dying Infants. 

We know that Men can differently apply 
the ſame medicine to a fick perſon, and yet 
it ſhall have the ſame cffeRt in; curing: $0 - 
(lay we may God ſome other way ap 
Chrifts merits to dying Infants and | 
them ( which we know not of ) beſides his in- 
fuling the ſame habits' which believers are 
inſpired withall , who is a eye pr and 
whoſe ways are wonderful and finding 
out. 


a 
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Proving that Infants of Believers , as ſuch, are not in the Covenant of Grace God 
made with Abraham ; «nd that there was a twofold Covenant made with A- 
braham, one that peculiarly referred to bis Natural Seed, as ſuch 1, and the other 
to his Spiritual Seed, as ſuch ; with a full Anſwer and Confutation of what Mr. 
Shute hath ſaid in bis laft reply to Mr. Collins, and to Benjamin Keach, 
his Treatiſe, The Ax lay'd to the Root, abour the Covenant of Grace, and 


that of Circumciſion. 


Shall paſs by ſeveral things in your An- 
ſwer, becauſe they are over, and over, 
ully anſwered, 'in our late Treatiſe wrote an 
this Controverſie, as that in 44 of your 
Book concerniug Federal Holineſs, from 1 Cor. 
7. 14. See our Apſwer to the Atbenian Society, 
and Refoy ReGified, and that in page 71-about 
thepromiſe s 2. 38. But to proceed. , 
This firff of all the Reader s dehiced 20con- 
ſider of, and that- carefully, that our . 
ſary hath dealt very unfairly with my- Reve- 
rend Brother Collins, 1 it 1s his 
viz firſt, he poli- 


Ignorance or great ov 
tively concludes and takes it far granted, that the 
Mr, Collins hath endeavourel® theCo- 


venant of Grace which God made with, or 1a- 


ther promis*d to Abrabam is diflannulled and as 


taken away. Secondly, that Mr, Collins by his 
often repeated diftinftion 
peculiarity God made with Abraham, doth mean 
and intend the Covenalit of Grace, when this 
is aying Ho. ry Ber ou, 
any where in his Book or | | 
Ce or owe 
in tible Points, | 
fawany ( except. one ) abuſe , his. Antagoniſt 
worſe, nor a 
was twa Covenants contained in 


tranſ- 


aQings of God with Abraban, one 
reſpeged only his Natural Seed or Off-(prings 
as ſuch, which Mr, Collins calls the Co of 


EI rears 


he hath proved , was not 

of Grace which God promiſed. to Abvabom 
ſor the Covenant of Grace God Promiſed to 
him, did not peculiarly relate to Abrabams Na+ 
tural Seed that were Ele Perſons ; but to all 
the Gentiles alſo, who believe in Chriſt; for 
that comprehends none but the EleR,, or the 


Tamairadehas this Mary 


wrote and faid-upon this account, 


of the Covenant of _ 


never , 


ly 


true Spiritual Seed of Abrabem,as ſuch. Reader» 
if you read Mr. Collize firſt Book, or his anſwer 
to Mr, Shure, you will find this is as plainly 
ing could well be : 
over-heated zeal 
bg read over, 

r, Collins hath 


would not ſuffer him diſtin! 
and” ſeriouſly weigh, what 


kw 1-1 = bog ppt ry for thro' this 
gro6 mi 25 one-that bath read Mr. 
Shutes Book , ed and-told me) hehath 


gion ger rar rg mt 


$o 
oO 


frerfſuch a ſort ;, 'tis evident there hem 


alſo, 


alſo, 2gainft which the Gates of Hell ſhall ne- 
ver prevail, | > 

But the queſtion is, viz. Whether or no, 
there was not a Covenant of Peculiarity made 
with abrabem and his Natural Seed, (or Oft- 
ſgcing ) as ſuch, vix a Covenant that only, did 

ong or appertain to the Jews, in which no- 
believing Gentiles , nor their Seed, as ſuch, 
were.concerned, of which Circumcihon was 
a Sign, for this is that which we affirm, 

Now Reader, obſerve Mr, Collins's Argu- 
ment, and Mr, Shures Reply in his 76. page 


vit. 
L The Natural Branches are broken off, 
« Ergo, Childrens viſible in Covenanting is re» 
« pealed ; thus Mr. Collins, Take the Anſwer 
© as followeth. 
© Now Sir you fhall ſee, faith Mr. Shute, 
« That this doth no more prove, that the Children of 
« believing Parems , were caſt out of the everle- 
* fling Covenant which God made with Abraham, 
© than, &c, 
* Anſwer, By the Everlaſting Covenant, you 
mean the Covenant of Grace , that God pro- 
miſed to Abr«bam. Friend, we ſay all the Elett 
Infants of believers, or of unbelievers were 
Included in that Covenant, and they are not, 
nor can they be caft out of it : But you mi- 
fake the Argument, *tis not about the Spi- 
Titnal Seed, but the Natural Seed of Abrebam ; 
the Controverſie lies not, about who are Mem- 
bers of the Inviſible, but who are Members 
of the Viſible Church in Goſpel days; the Ar- 
nt is about Childrens Vif6ble in Covenant- 
uy. top tel lo yen age thre Ci» 
ther you do not ſee where the Streſs of the 
Point lies, or elſe will not fee ic. 
L ask you whether there was no Covenant 


made with Abrabam, that to 
his Natural Seed as -ſuch-'only ? ST A. 


ther- Circumcifion did not ng" to that 
Covenant, and ſoa Covenant .of Peculiarity ? 
3, e. in which Gentile believers, and their Seed 
were no ways concerned , was not Chriſt to 
come Abraham and his Seed, according 
ro the flcſh ? Beſides, if this were not ſo, Cir- 
camciſion could not be ſaid to be an advan 


'to the Jews, ( upon the account of the Law ) 
above the Gentiles, Row. 3; 1, 2. isit not ſajd 
puts thew ( that is, the Jews) ined whe Co 
venants, &c. Fom, 9. 4. is not here more Co- 
venants than once ? "tis not Covenant, but Co- 
vrnants : Now the Covenant of Circumcifion 
that b-Ionged tothem, as they were the Na- 


waral Seed of Aratam, ( tho' wicked Perſons ) 


and ſo did the giving of the Law an ; 
of God under that diſpenſation: Ho 
venant of Grace belongs only to Abrabams Spi- 
ritual Seed, Firſt tuch of them. that proceed- 
ed from his Loyns ; and Seegndly, thoſe of the 
Gemiles, alſo that were comprehended in Gods 
Eleftion of Grace ; hence Chrift ſaith, be wer 
not ſent, bus 10 the Joſt Sheep of the Houſe of 1ſra- 
el, that is, to all that God hath given him a- 
mong the Jews, not ſent, that is not rſt, the 
promiſe runs firſt 1 the Jews, to the Jews frft, 
and alſo to the Gentiles, Rom, 1, 16, 
1, Let this therefore be carefully confide. 
red, viz. that God made a twofold Covenant 
or two Coverants with Abrabam and his Sced 
one a formal Covenant, the other held forth 
in promiſe, which by and by 1 ſhall further 
evince, | 

2. That the Goſpel Covenant run firft to 
all the Ele that were the Natural off.ſpring 

of Abrabam, and then tothe Gentiles, and 

hence "tis _ m_-_ 11, That when the Jews 
are called a ovght in again be 
rafted into their a 2 Olive. Tree? Alei own 
ſe the Covenant of Grace or Goſpel Co- 
venant, firſt in the blefſings of it, was tothem 
or toſuch among them, that were Gods E- 
tet. 2. Becanſe the true Olive doth accor- 
ding to Godgwwwrnal pupoſe and free Grace 3 
Peculiarity Beiong to all the Ele and called 
ones of God, —but k 
3+ Let it be confider'd that there was a Na- 
tional Coyenant of Peculiarity alſo,made with 
Abrahams Carnal Seed , as ſuch ib which Cir- 
cumcifion, the Land naan, the giving forth 
of the Law on Mount Shai, their Vilhle Chwch, 
Church-memberfhip, and all the Statues, Or- 
dinances, and Services of the Law did ns 
and this brings meto what Mr, Shure bath: ſaid 
by way of anſwer to my Sermon on Matth, 3. 
Now "the 'Ax 1:id to the Root of the Trees. 
Where 1 do not only afert, but prove that 
two Covenants were continned in Tranl- 
atidob, with 4brabem 5; but firſt obſerve, Rea- 
d-r, his Tbuſes and miſconftruftions of my 
words, as in page 115. as if I had left *out on 


tage Purpoſe the 7, werſe in Gea, 17." where the 


Covenant of Circumciſion is. called, an everle- 
Ting Covenant, Tis evident1 did not -onl 
mention that verſe, but anſwered Mr. ave 
Argument drawn therefrom, as in part 2. page 
13. But ſtil! he affirms poſitively again that ia 
all my Diſcourſe, Ihave not ſo much as na- 
med this, viz. \au Everlaſting Covenant, and ſo. 
compares me with the Devil, who left out jor: 
© 


25 


of a Scripture ; ſee his Book page 116. Now 


this being a matter of Fatt, let ſuch who are” 


in Communion with him conſider it , for if 
they. read my Sermons, page 13, 14. they will 
ſee that *tis a great untruth, What tho' | lefe 
it out at ſuch tymes when- the writing it was 
not to my purpoſe in Hand, ſeeing 1 mention 
it at another, and anſwer what our opponents 
draw therefrom ?4npage 117. he lays, If there 
© were 8wa Covenahn's made with Abraham, then 
$ there would bave been three Covenants in being 

© (t once, 80 of Forks, and one of Grate. 
Anſwer, This I have fully anſwered in thoſe 
Sermons called, the Ax layd at the Root, (ee page 
14, 15, 16, 13. Second Part, Thus you will 
fiad 1 expce(s my ſelf, w;z. Tho' there is but 
one Covenant of Work's yet there was more 
than one Addition or Adminiſtration of the ſaid 
Covenant This is evident, aitho* given up« 
on a different End, Purpoſe, and Defign by 
the Lord':- The Covenant, of Works was pri- 
merly made with Adam; yet another addition 
or miniftration of it, was given on. Mount Si- 
nai, and to that Covenant, 1 there» prove 
Cirrumciſion did appertain, Ax 24. Part page 
17, 18. Alſo I there ſhewed that tho there is 
butone Covenant of Grace, yet there were 
ſeveral diftint Additions or Adminiftrations 
of that. Alſo, inpage 124.he miſcepreſents my 
words again, he cites an QbjeQtion I rheation 
in 25, pot 1. Viz. Le 
jet. If infants & ſuch mere no8 included in 


the Covenant of Grace God made with Abraham, 


 avixe me and you, verſe 8, 


In page 132. Mr.Shite be ſays if God" made two di- 
ia# Covenanss with Abraham and bis Seed uhen. 
1. There muſt be tbr in the one that is peculiar 
ro bis Spiritzal Seed, 

2. muſt be that in the other that is peculior 
to bis Carnal Seed; but we find (faith he) it is 
alogerbor naſcripural, for 

1. Both the Seeds of Abraham bad « right to 
al] the External is and Priviledges of the 
ever laſl ing Cevenant which God made with Abra- 


ham, very few . 
Anſwer, | nary rel proved in the ſaid 
Sermons called , The Ax layd to the Roor , That 


there were ſome things in one peculiar to his 
Spiritual Seed, that no ways' related to his 
Carnal Seed, as ſuch, which proved the Cove- 
nant contained ' in promiſe to be diftin, 
15, 16. and ſome things in the other that 

to his Natura] Sced, that —_— 
CERA of which this 


| begin there with thoſe things that be- 


| to Abr Natural Seed,'as ſuch, as 
vages in Ann 445 ſuch, 


1, The firft that 1 Name, is, That of Gods 
bis Seed by Iſgac. 


among. 
10. Ard ye | 
Shins, and it fhall be 4 


thee,” and to thy Seed: 

i. aro ted fr the, 
ſo Ger, 15.5, Now this 
ſes 1 affirmed, 


Secondly, 


Secondly, 1 have ſhewed alſo what thoſe 
things ar*, that are Peculiar to the Cove» 
nant of Grace, and fo to Abrabams Spiritual 
Seed, as ſuch,* which Covenant only, was by 
promile , not a formal Covenant like the 
other, viz. that of Circumciſion, Gen. 17, 7. 

1. See Gen. 15. 5. Lock towards Heaven, 
tell the Stars, if thou art able to Number them ; 
and be ſaid umobim, ſo ſhall thy Seed be ; and be 
belirved in the Lord, and it was counted to bim 
for Righteouſneſs, This was not in the Cove- 
nant of Circumciſion, and referrs to Abrabamt 
numerous $piritual Seed, 


2. So again, 1 bave made thee a Father of 


many Nations ; meaning Gentile Believers, as 
divers Expolitorsſhew, | 

3. In thy Seed, ſhall all the Nations of the 
Earth be Bleſſed, Gen. 12, 3+Gen. 13, 13.Gen, 
22. 18, 1 cited the ng vap tpn Cn the 
The Seri oreſceing, would fie 
the Maes voy. b Faith Preacbed the Goſpel 10 
Abraham, /aying, in 1by Seed ſhall al the Nitidns 
of the Earth be Bleſſed, ; 

'Tis remarkable the Holy Ghoſt' does. not 
here refer to the Covenant of Circumciſion, 
Gen 17.7, $, 9, 16. But tothe free promiſe 
of the Covenant of Grace, which Paul oye 
poſitively Alvatem received not in Circumci 
on, Rom. 4. 9, 19, Faich was reckoned to Abra- 
ham for Righteouſneſs ; bow was it then reckoned, 
when be was in Circumcifion, or in Uncircumifion ? 
not in Circumciſion, but in Uncirciancifion. | 

Now Idefire it may be well confidered by 
all Chriftians, that the Covenant of Grace, 
was only by promiſe, and no Formal Cove- 
nant with any of the Saints under the Old 
Teſtament 3| .thuy, be Covenant of Grace 
run to Adam,ta Abrgham, to Divid, &c04 12. 
only by promiſe, - nat. a Covenantqwhere there 
was a mutual reftipulation- between God and 
hisEleft ones : As in theCovenant of Circum- 
ciſion, there ' was between God and - Abrebus, 
in reſpett of his Carnal Seed this. Dr. Owen 
afferts alſo on Heb, 8, 6, page 227, tf © 

* When God renewed, ſaith he, the promiſe 
* ofit to Abraham, he is ſaid ty 'make a Cove- 
*nant with him, and he did. ſo ; but it was 
* with reſpett unto other things ; y Ava 


.* the proceeding of the promiſed-Seed 
© Loyns 5 but abſolutely ,under the Old' Te- 
* ſtament, it conſifted only in a pramiſe. 1, It 
* wanted its ſolemn confirmation and eftabliſh. 
* ment, by the Blood of the only Sacrifice, 
* which belonged to it. . 2. This was wanti 
* ſaith he, the Spripg, Rule, and Mecafure X 
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*all the Worſhip of the Church, this does be- 
© long toevery Covenant , properly ſo called, 
© chatGod makes with hisChurch,that it be the 
* entire Rule of all the Worſhip, that God re. 
*quires of it, which is that which they are 
© to reſt ipulate in theirentrance into Cove. 
nant with God; but ſo the Covenant of 
Grace was not under the Old Teſtament ; thus 
Dr. Owen. x 

This is further confirmed by thoſe expreſ- 
ſions, Fer. 31. 31s 1 will make a new Covenant 
with the Houſe of Iſrael, Tc. clearly intimating 
he had not ſo made it before with any, except 
it was with Chriſt as our Head, Repreſentive, 
and Mediator,- with whom it was made for us, 
and in him with us, before the Foundation 
of the World, Tit. 1. 2.2 Tim. 1. 9. 

ObjeR. Dves uot David /ay God bad made with 
bim an everlaſting Covenam, &c. 

An/mer, | anſwer, David was a Type of 
Chrift, Pſalm $9, 25, 34, 35« with whom the 
Coverant of Grace' was made before the 


World n, this therefore refers tothe 


true David, who was only able to anſwer the 
Condition agreed upon, between the Father 
and himſelf as Mediator, For the Covenant 
Peace was berween them both, Zech. 6. 13. For 
unto us the Covenant of Grace is not a Con- 
ditional, but an Abſolute Covenant. 
| will be their God, and they ſhall be my Peo- 


ple, &c. 
ate, pon runs. The Seed of 1he 
Woman Sepents Head, &c. 

To Abraham, In thy Seed ſhall al the Families 
of the Earth be bleſed. In both places it contai- 
ned only a oo_ promiſe : To-Abraham, and 
29 his Seed fe was made ; it ' is not ſaid 
Covenant, therefore when I ay God' made a 
Twofold Covenant with Abrabam, 1. mean that 
there were two Covenants contained in' thoſe 
Covenant T crpargars, oh wha with him, one 
a Forml Covenans with bim and his Carval 
Seed, which contained a Covenant upon mutu- 
al reftipulation, which was the Covenant of 
Circumciſion, which Abraham and his Carnal 
Seed ſubſcribed to the other 'a free promiſe or 
Covenant of Grace tohim-and all is true Spiri- 
tual Soed, which is confirmed by Chrifts Blood, 
and which believers conſent. to, and enter into, 
when Baptized upon the 'of their 
Faith, in Goſpel days, the' 1 deny not, but 
that they have aftual intereft in it; as ſoon as 
hey have Union with Chrift, or do believe 
in him. 

Moreover it was through Faith only , in 
\ the 


Ka _aa e_ _cas+ ce wa, Tu. _ 
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the free promiſe of Chriſt, and in theCovenant 
of Grace that all the faithful were juſtified and 
ſaved who lived- uader the old Teſtament, 
tho' th Covenant it ſelf was not then for- 
merly a Covenant with them, it being.not Ra- 
tified nor coufirmed by the Blood of Chrift 
or Dcath of the Teftator, nor cculd it ſo be 
till the typical Covenant was taken away. 

This. being ſo it follows clearly that the 
Covenant, Gen. 17, was only a peculiar ex- 
ternal and Typical Covenant made: with 
Abraham and bis carnal Seed,in which, Juftifica- 
tion, pardon of fin, Adoption,and Eternal Life 
was not.contained, but in «be free Promiſe only 
God made to him, that Covenant had in it; it 
s true, temporal Bleſſings, apolitical Church 
ſtate and Copley worſhip, and viſible, legal 
Charch M rſhip given to /ſral in ſubler- 
viency to the Goſpel Covenant, 

And further. to prove that the promiſe of 
the Covenant of Grace did not belong to 4bra- 
bem's natural Seed as ſuck, Paul ſhews in- Gal. 
3-16. Now to Abraham and to hjs Seed was the 
probes be ſaith not to ſeeds, gs, of many ; 

to thy. Seed, which is Chriſt, , ©H, 

And therefore ſaith he, verſ. 29. and if ye 
be Chriſts, then are 
b:irs accor ! 10 the F . 
_. Ye muſt I from C ﬀ,. 

Abrabam; but Mr. She miſreprel 
a/ſo, as if 1 ſet Abraham before Chriſt, 
evident I intimated no other th 
i.e. you muſt ſee your ſelves 
before you can reckon Rowe ſelves to be Abra- 

be 


re t00d A00Y ted 


Ici 
in Rom. 9, 7, $-1Nei 
Se of Airahaw are, they al 


% 


they 
0 


4 , : 
this, viz. 
| | A Fach' cal. 
led here theChildren of the Fleſh) are not | bis 
Spiritual Seed tq, whom theGoyenant, ot 
Oh below aith the, Apc 


ere the G 
2 they are 
Divo. Ifad. Honig of "_. 6-414 
ments, and. wh Catcnes, JgEnecray 
wrongs and / abuſes. me, in, rendring we 


as ſimply ſo. confidered | 


you Abrabams Szed , and ſelyes, ye. bave 
Xx ; they. catfie to. be Baptized; he proceeds to 


Wl wes he moſt 


ſpeak that which I ſpeak not nor, intended, 

But to ( heſays ) Page 132." Bitb 
© the Seeds of Abrabam bad 4 right 10 all the ex- 
* rernal benejues and priviledges of the everlaſt. 
* Ing Covenant, God made with Abraben, very few 
© excepued. 

Anſwer, What few he means that are excep- 
ted, I know not ; but if all the Spiritual Seed 
of Abrahem had right to all the external bu- 
nefits and priviledges of the external Cove- 
nant God made with him, then all bclievi 
Gentiles and their EleR Infants have, © had 


a righe to circumciſion, the giving of the 
Law, the of the of Canaan, 
and all other rites of the cal Law. 

2. If by the everla Covenant he 


means the Covenant of Grace, then all Abra- 
ard ye nes ſuch,a few foams have 
or 4 t to Baptiſm, the Supper and 
all Goſpel Churche-privi 3 and if G&, 
why were the Sadduvces and , and Mul-. 
titudes more of Abrabons natural Seed refuſed 
and not admitted to the external benefits and 
privy of the Goſpel or Covenant of 


Think not to ſap, ſaich Fobn Baptiſt, within your 
'abam to your Father, when 


prove. (everal things that none denys: As 
that the Covenant of Works was made with 
and all mankind in him, and that there 

isbut two Covenants 3 that all the ele& under 
the Law were in the Covenant of Grace, Ut. 
Then in Page 134, Shews what a Straight 
he is in, knows not which to wonder at 


© 4» At our boldneſs and confidence and 

' Jag ow Jallacions. corraps Doris "I 
_ 2, Or at the Peoples ignorance 10 ſuffer thew- 
t ſelves to be /o (cir rants and impoſed up- 
© on - | 

Anſwer, | do not much wender at ſuch Lines, 
becauſe I know who wrote them, and in what 
Spirit, but Sir, you ſhould firt have proved 
any. Doftcin we. maintain to. be corrupt and 
Faacious, ; 


2. That we impoſe thoſe Doftrins upon 
the People ; Dare you fallhy chacge and con- 
dema the innocent ? we are not yet convided 
nartryed- at a lawful Bar ; But both you and 
we, muſt appear at a righteous and juft 
tribunal ere BI ow to ro 
new your. charge againſt me for leaving out 
everlaſting Covenam, Friend,: I quoted _ 
* Verſes 


verſes that concerned the point I had in hand, 
and have cited that Verſe and aniwered it too, 
where circumciſfirn is called an everlaſting 
Covenant 3 ſee Ax laid 10 3CeAgot and [| will now 
recite what I there wrote. q - 
2. Part Page 13}. viz. the Covenant of cir- 
cumciſon was called an everlaſting Covenant. My 
Anſwer there to this, is as followeth, 
Anſwer, 'Tis not-mnknown to our Opponents 
that the word everlaſting, ſometimes Ngnifies 
no more than a loyg continuance of time ; 
and ſoexteniive was the promiſe of Gods pecu- 
liar favours to the natural Sced of Abraham ; 
aad the original of their claim therefrom, that 
the ſcyerity of that Law afterwards given to 
them, was fo far reſtrained as that notwith- 
ſtanding their manzfold breach of Covenant 
with God and forfeture of all legal claims, 
of their right and priviledges in the Land of 
Canaan thereby, that they were never cut off 
from that. good Land and ceaſed to be peculiar 
People unto God, until the End or period of 
that time determined by the Almighty was 
fully come + Which was at the Revelation of 
the M-gihb, and the ſetting up his Spiritual 
Temp'e under the Diſpenſation of \the Goſpel; 
and thus far the everlaſting doth extend. 
'Tis ſaid, God promiſed to gire the Land of 
Canaan to Abrabbra and to his Seed for ever;and 
again, Gen, 17.8, for an everlaſting inheri. 
tance,whereas 'tis evident they have for many 
ages been diſpoſeiſed of it, Nor may this ſeem 
ftraoge if we conſu't other Texts where the 
ſame Terms are uſed with the like Reftriftion, 
for the Priefthood of Levi is called an everlift- 
ing Prietbood, Numb. 25. 13. And {6 the Sta- 
rutes to make an Atonement for the | Holy San- 
Ruary, and for the Tabernacle and for the Alter, 
is called an everlafling Starure, Levit, 16.34. Yet 
we know they all ended as did the Covenant of 
circumciſion in Chriſt : See more in Page 14. 
Ax laid ro 1he Roct. | 
1, Now let any perſon ſee what blame this 
Man doth in Juſtice deſerve for ſaying 1 have 
not mentioned the word everlaſting in all 
Rook, viz. circumciſion being called an torrlaft- 
ing Covenant ; you alſo ſee, what little argument 
lies in that to prove the Covenant of circum» 
Ciſion is a Goſpel Covenant or appertaining to 
the Covenant of Grace 
Reader, in thoſe Sermons [ laid down eleven 
e&rgquments, proving that the Covenant of Cir- 
cumcihon was part of the old legal and exter- 
nal Covenant God made with the or 
the natural Seed of Abrabam, fo not be onging 
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| 


| 


to) the Goſpel Covenant , and becauſe thon 
mayeſt not meet with them, [ ſhall give thee 
here the heads or ſum of them as followeth, 
lee Page 18. 1, Part, 

Arg. 1, Becauſe the Law or Covenant cf 
circumciſion was made, as to the defign and 
end of it toſeparate the natural Seed of 4bra- 
bam in their nationab Church ftate, from all 
other Nations, and to give them the Land of 
Canaan,lo that they might not mixt themſelves 
with the Heathen, | 

1+ Will any fay the Covenant or 
any precept of it; inthe end and of it, 
is inſtitured to ſeparate all believers and their 
fleſby Secd as a nationa! Church from all other 
People in the Worldj? if this be fo, farewelto 
all Spicitual incorporated congregations of 
Chriſtians. See Dr, Owes, 

2. Doth any Goſpel ordinance aſſtire us and 
our Children of the Land of Canaan, or any 
worldly and earthly Bleſfings,or is not the new 
Covenant eſtabliſhed upon better promiſes ? 

Arg. 2. Becauſe ſome who were not in the 
Covenant of promiſe, had a tive right to, 
and where commanded of to be circum- 
ciſed, as [ſbmael, Eſau, We. and all the Male- 
Children, tho* wicked Mens Children that 
ſprung from Iſazc in their- ons; Cc. 
alſo of Abrabemy Spiritual Seed were 
not to be eircumciſed, tbr had they any right 
there too, | 

1, Asall his Male-Children who died before 


conn 

2. All his Females, who were elefted per- 
ſons and others, who lived in 4br: 
Days, as Me Land Tot, Oe, © 


belong, 
Father; © y 


lenicd- Golpel 
their plea was Abrabam is our 

1. From hence it follows, circtmcifion was 
no Goſpel Law; for that which gave right to 
circumcifion was not ſufficient to give right to 


Goſpel —_— | 
2. It alſo that "the Covenant of 
5 equate reaſon of circum- 


Grace, was not: 
cifion, but the mere pov command of Got! 
to Abraham ; So that if they could prove the 
Children of 1 in the Covenant of 
Grace, It would nevertheleſs be no argument 
to Baptiſe them, unleſs they had a command 
ne RO ORIG to do, rs 
the Covenant God made with Abre- 
bam (peaks nothing of Baptiſm. And had not 
our Blefled Saviour given it forth as - infth- 
utien 


tation of the Goſpel, we had never heard 
of it nor known it had been a duty or ordi- 
nance, ſhould we have read the Covenant 
made with Abr«bam a thouſand times over : 
Therefore if all they = my the infant Seed 
of Believers as ſuch ſhould be granted, be- 
jag in the Covenant of Grace that God made 
with Abraham, (which cannot ) yet it- would not 
follow from thence,Infants ought to beBaptized 
for, none ought to be Baptized but ſuch that 
Carift'sCommiſſion and peſitive command,doth 
autherize ſo to be, which are none but thoſe 
who by preaching, and the working of the 
Holy Ghoftare made Diſciples, or do believe ; 
and make a confeſſion of their Faith 5 in mat- 
ers of mere poſitively right. We muſt always 
keep to thediref will and words of the Law. 
giver like as Abraham did in circumciſion No 
adding nor altering no pleading for Females 
to be circumciſed, if Males only are exprefſed 
in the inftitution of it, - 

#8. 4. Circumcilion con!d not be a Goſpel 
rite, becauſe all in the Goſpel Church, 'tis ex- 
preſly faid, ſhall brow the "Lord, Jer. 31. 2 

And ſball not needro be taught 1ohnow bim. 

Now under the-old Leg4! Covenant Infants 
were admitted Members of the Jewiſh Church, 


who did not nent ner bg —_—_— 
when n np to ing to v 
to kid ted Tis this the eds Goveriine #4 


z we 
him, 
in ſaving knowledg which Infants cannot 
do. bo 2 BE AA 

To the laſt of theſe arguments he ſcems to 
fay ſome thing ; ſee Page 119, where hecites 
theſe words out of my Sermons, 21, = 
i in the old Covenant Inf ants 5 
* did when taken imo what C and made 
* members of that Legal Church, nor bnow 1he 
* Lord, 

* Mr. Sbute fays, here I memion but oo 
' nant, and acknowidede Infants were in one 
© Covenant: $0 tht be eonfured bimſelf, 
© and let bis or any of 1htiy opinion 
© Seripture God tid caft young | Inf ants out of that 
* one Covenant \, be bath bis rwo Cove- 
© nants by thus comraditting bimſclf ; « Man wn 
« der bis circumſtances bad” need #6 bave @ good 


Anſwer, That Covenant which 1 mention 


wasI tell yon the Legal that God 
made with the whole Chufch and Houſe of 
Ifrael, and how do 1 contradift my (If? Infants 
1 own were Members of the Fewifh Church, 
and doth not the Scripture ſay, caſt our rhe 
Bond. woman and ber Son, &c. is not the o14 
Covenant the Covenant gone ? did not 
God tgke away » that be might eſtabliſh the 
ſecond ? what C 'is that which the 
Apoftle ſays, 'is took away and difanulled ? 
"tis not you, will ſay, the Covenant of Grace. 

I alſo ask you whether the Fewiſh Church 
that was founded upon that Old Covenant , 
is not gone anddiffolved "el what doth your 
arguing prove, nor is there 2 new Goſpel na- 
tional Church like the Church of the Fews 
inſtituted in the room of the old ? fince you 
plead for Infants Church-memberſhip , you 
muſt come to the new atid laſt Will and Tefta- 
ment, if Chriſt hath not willed tnfants, their 
right to Baptiſm, and Church-memberſhip in 
the Goſpel, theycan't have it by the former 
Teſtament which is difannv!led, 


9. 
Members of the 
in 120.121,&c., 
"that both young 
, are faved by 
faith: We have anſwered that already. Such 
that can * believe, that Infan's do believe vr 
know the Lord, let them, 'f believe it not, nor 
can henor all the Men of the World prove ir. 
I ſhall repeat the ſubſtance of my other argu- 
ments, to prove that cireumcifion did not ap» 
pertain to the Covenant of Grace. 
'#g. 5- Becauſe the "Terms of it runs ac- 
to the Sinai Covenmr, which is (aid 
not to be of Faihb, 'Bur the Man that doth 
theſe things [hall live in them, Gal. 2. 22. Life 
was promiſed - to their obedience , death 
threatned to their diſobedience: The pro- 
miſes were earthly, &c. and thus runs the 
Covenant of circumciſion, Gen. 17. 9, 10. Thu 
ſhate keep my Covenant, &c. and 1 mill give vw 
thee, and 10 thy Seed aftty thee, the Land of 
Cantan, Arid thenncireumciſed Fian-Child whoſe 
of bis Fore-stin is not circumciſed, that Soul 


F 
by ſhall be cut off, &c. verſ 14. 


6. The covenant of circumciſion was of the 
Letter and not of the Spirit, that is,of the Law 
or firſt Teſtament, and not of the Goſpel or 
ſecond Teſtament, See Rom. 3.29, 

7. That Covenant in which Faith was not 
reckoned to Abrabam. for righteouſneſs, was 

not 


not the Covenant of Grace, or Goſpel Co- 
Venant 5 but Fiith was not reckoned to Abrd- 
bim in circumciſion, ergo. See Rom, 4- 9, 10. 
See more Page 22. 1 Part. 1 

Arg. $. That Law or Covenant that 1s 
contra-diſtinguiſhed or oppoſed to the Cove- 
uant of Faith, or Golpel Covenant could 
not be one and the ſame in nature and quality 
with it. 

But the Apoſtle lays down the Co- 
-evant of circumciſion , as contra-diftint or 
oppoſed to Faith or the Covenant of Grace, 
ETetO, 

= That Covenant or precept | that could 
profit none unleſs they keep the whole Law 
perlett'y, it could not appertain to the Co- 
venant of Grace, but ſo "tis ſaid of circumci- 
ſion, See Rom. 2+ 25+ 

10. That Law or Covenant that obliged 
thole that conformed to it, to keep the whole 
Law, could not 'belong to the Coveuant of 
Grace, but ſodidcircumciſfion oblige, See Gal, 
5. 2. See our laſt Annotarors on that Text. 

11. That Covenant that is called a Yoke 
of Bondage, could not be the Covenant of 
Grace. But circumcifion is called a Yoke of 
Bondage, ergo. See At. 15:!94.5. 1, 2. 

12, All thoſe that are in the Covenant of 
Grace God promiſedto Abrabam, have anun- 
doubted right to all the fovieg Blcſhngs of the 
ſaid Covenant, but all thoſe that were inthe 


Covenant of circumciſtion had not an un- 
doubted right toall the ſaving Bleſſings of the 
Covenant of Grace, ergo, &c, +, 

13. All thoſe that are in the,. Covenant 
of Grace God promiſed to Abraham, have a 
ſure and firong ground of conſolation, _ 


is, Spiritual olation 5 and they 
ſaved, Heb. 6. 13, 14, 15+ But many of them 
that were in the Covenant of circumciſivg 
had no ſure ground of conſolation, that is; 
Spiritual, nor have many of our Children who 
are Believers any ſuch ground of conſolation, 
but ſome of them may periſh, ergo. 

Sir, why did you not anſwer theſe arguments? 
you have ſaid nothing, that is worth regard 
to me. Alſo ſhew if you writ again what 
profit your Infants receive by Baptiſm, and 
in what ſenſe they are in the Covenant 
of Grace, and how they can be Members of 
your Churches, and yet are not Members nor 
received as ſuch, until they attually believe 
and repent, -— But remember if you conld 
prore them in the Covenant of Grace, yet 
that doth not prove you ought to Baptile 


them : Baptiſm is of mere poſitive right : 
You muft haye authority from Chrift to Bay. 
tiſe them, or you fin if you do it. 

In Page 135. You tell us, That the form of 
circumcifion was tranſient, and is ceaſed — Te 
the Eſential part thereof remaineth in the Fleſh, 
for nothing could be more a Type of Baptiſm than 
Circumciſ.on, &C. 

Anſwer, 1 promiſed to forbear hard words ; 
but a Man that argues thus ſhould be ſeverely 
(dealt with one way or another, #4. e.cither 
'by writing , or rather in ' a Charch way 
be ſeverely reproved. Does the Effential 
part of circumcifion remain in the Fleſh, 
then the mark it made in the Fleſh doth no 
doubt remain, for 1 know not what was ele 
the eſſential part of. it remaining in the 
Fleſh (ave that, the form was the cutting off 
the fore-skin. 

if you had ſaid the effcntial thing ſignified 
by it doth remain in the Heart of erue © be- 
lievers, you had ſaid ſomething to -the pur- 
poſe —— But. 

Did ever ary Man before now inti- 
mate that Baptiſm is the efſential part of 
circumciſion ? If this were ſo, circumciſion 
could not be circumcifion in the Fleſh with» 
out Baptiſm, becauſe a thing cannot be where 
the eſſential part of it is wanting, 

He pt togive a reaſon why the ef 
ſential - part ef circumcition remains- in the 
Fleſh, Page 136. wit. how faith he, could 
* this token of the;Covenam be everlaſting, if the 
ce thereof was diſotved upon the comi 
* in of the Goſpel? This cannon be, for it is a con- 
*t a in it ſelf; for everlaſting and diſolution 

are oppoſues. 

1. Anſwer , This Man by this argumeat 
gives cauſe to fear he qty ny hr for 
circumciſion, and turn Few, for he is for the 
eflential part of it, and that iv the Fleſh too 
alreadyz I am ſorry he underftands no ber- 
ter the difference between a Type and the 
Antirype, for there can no part of the Type 
remain (much leſs the efſential part of it when 
the Antitype is come). —But he runs into 
this error from his ignorance of the word 
Everlaſting , which as I have ſhewcd is ſorpe- 
times to be taken with reftriction, and refers 
toa long period of time... -— He may as well 
lay Azrons Prieſthood remains, or the cſſenti- 
al part of it, becauſe called an Ever lafing 
Pric/ibogd, Numb. 25. 13. 


2, We 


C3r) 


2. We (eny Baptiſm was the Antytipe of 
circumciſion : To prove it was not, | have gi- 
ven many reaſons, which he anſwers nor; 

1. Both Circumcition and Eaptiſm were in 
fall force together for ſome time, even from 
che time Fobn Baptized, until the Death of 
Chriſt. 

2. Recauſe one thirg that is a figure or 
ſhadow cannot come in the room of, as the 
Anritype cf anothe? thing that is a- figure: 
See 12-kealons more in Reilor Redtified Page 4. 
5, ©, 7, $, 9, 10, KC. 

One of them Mr.” Stute takes notice of, 
which is this, viz, Circumcition belonged only 
to Male Children, Baptiſm bclongs to Males 
and Females who believe. 

© To this he aufwers, that the Females was in- 
© cluded in the Males, becauſe Man is the kead and 
repreſentative of the Woman, and Woman is 4 
* put of Man. 

Anſwer, Why then l:t your Females be 
Baptized in your Males : for frum hence it will 
follow when your Males :are Baptized, your 
Females are Baptized alls, a3 mach as the 
Jews Females were circumciſed. 

Neither need-- your /Wives cat .the- Lords 
Supper , for when yourzeceive, they! receive 
it, but ſure; Sir, you. miftake 5 yoor tearni 
fails you : Will the food,you cat feed-yourWifte 
or will gour Faith ſerve her * Dotb lhe believe 
when you believe,. becauſe ſhe is part of you, 
as here you intimate ? / ; 

In page 12, 74 he refizAs on. mes for - ſay- 
ing, God may have. many ways'td ſave>dying 
Infants, which-we know not-: He. can: apply 
the Benefits and Merits of Chriſt's Blood to 
them in ways: we are. wholly ignorant of, 
(Ge, For: this 1 Quoted Bit. Taylor! Biſhop of 
Dorn, '1 , $4 ru" 4 4 

Take his anſwer, viz. Pray 14be, notice this 
Man contraditls himſelf.; for in page 21. (he 
ſaith )They muſ} b:ligop and rep-myant bring forth 
good Fruits,” Kc. 7*1. heres wt © faith, God barb 
many ways- 18 fave dying /n{.tngs : And in-page 
30, for this . Mr. Shure ay. There 15710 ſaving 
of any Perſon g 0.d- or Young, roinboan the "Grace 


of Faith, Thes you jee there is ( Caith he ) Lat ons 
way 89 eternal Life, 

1. &*fwer, 1 cannot ſce but chat you have 
by your arguiag, thus excluded all 1a- 
fants that dyc,vut of the Kingdom of ticaven; 
forif no hutane can be favell, unleſs they Bo» 
lieve, Kepent,. and bring forth good Fruits 
as the Acult muſt, if they are ſaved, how is 
it po;hble any Infant can be faved ? 

2- | di not contradit my (elf, 1 ſpoke not 
there of Lafants, -but of acult Perſons : And 
why did 'you before only plead for- habitual 
Faith to bein dying lofants, that goto Hea-» 
ven, fince row you here intimate rhat they 
muſt believe? For you cite Mart 16, 16, Ferbee 
believes an u Biptized, ſball be ſavid, and be that 
believes wot fhakd be damned, IFour Saviour in 
thefe words tefers to Infants, as well as to Men 
and Women;/1am miſtaken, and all Learned 
Men I ever” mere with, Fricnd, it will not 
help you to ſay Chriſt performed theſe con« 
ditions for them, viz. Fuith and Repont znco, 
page 123. Norduth the Meritorious death of 
Chriſt, without the iofuling divine Faith into 
the Soul, render anyMan a Believer : Befider, 
the” tis by'the Grace and power of Chrifts 
Spirit, that-we BYlicve, Repent, 2nd bring /ortb 
good Frave, Ver''tis we that Believe,andRepenr, 
the att is-ours, the' inabledby D:vine Poxer, 
to do it, Now prove that God gives any 
Infant ſach power to Believe and Repent, &c, - 
who know not the obj*A of Faith, nor have 
any underſtanding, Friend, they are more ex 
culable, who fay God may have many ways 
to apply-the Blood and Merits of Chrift, and 
ſo Save and Sanftifiedying Infatits, which we 
kriow not of than you who aſſert” that tt one 
of them can be ſaved onleſs they Belibvr, £7, 
and if they” do not do ſo," they ſhall be 
Damned; For you poſitively. affirm "there is 
no way of Gods ſaving Elect We iaperd, 
differing in afiy point from that'df s ſavin 
Adult (perſons -'tis- well 'you' may Err, fo] 
ſhould what you fay - be- true, *tis' 
bring forrow and. amazement upon Gotly' Pa- 
Lenics, abour the State of their dying Infants, 


CHAP, 


CHAP. 


C32) 


IV. 


Wherein Mr. Shutes arguments to provexour Churches no Churches, and Our Bey- 
tiſm a counterfeit, are eXamined and anſwered, 


1. IN page 186, he oflerts, That Adwt belte- 

© vers bv.) nathing to do with rhe Ordinance 
* afrer the firſt Inflitution or Plantation "of the Go- 
* ſpel in & Family, unleſs it be ſuch, whoſe Paren's 
© deprived them of it jn heir Infancy : But Bap* 
* ti/m of Kight is devolved upon the Infant Seed of 
C Belteve: 5, 

1. Anſwer, 1i rhis be true , then the Chil- 
dren of unbelievers have 80 right to Baptiſm, 
neither as lnfagts nor when Adult believers 
it the 1ight be devolted upon the Infants of 
blievcis,— This in the firſt place is enough 
to convince him of his great error and miſtake, 
for he will not fav that unbelievers Children 
tave any right thereto in their latancy. Tho 
13 evident that Abrabams natural Seed, tho” 
ungodly peiſons, were required -to* Circum- 
ve their Children, and their Chilkiren had 
the fame right to it 3 for were none but godl 
Fews to circumcile their Male infants ? Pray 
oblcrve this 4 | 

2. Beſides, did not God expreſly comman 
Alrabam as well to circumcile his Male Infants 
as himſelf ; and ſo his offipring their Chil- 
gren after him in their generations ? And now 
didour Saviour give ſuch a Commiſſon about 
Goſpel: Baptiſm, viz. that firſt thoſe that be- 
ticved ſhould be Baptized, and then - their 1n- 
fants 5 or was there not the ſame purity of rea- 
ſon for Chrifts Commiſſion about Baptiſm 
to have run thus, as there was for Gods Com- 
miſkoa (0 te run to Abrabem about circurhciſie 
en ? 1f what you ſay was true but we will come 

to tys reafons to. prove cur Baptiſm | a coun» 

cerfeit,and ourChniches nuChurches of Chriſt. 

*In Page 186. firſt, $:cauſe, ſainb be , they 

* liſown utc Covenant God made with Abrabam, 

in nhich the wiry foundation; for Baptiſm, 

* was laid; I:t them find anciber foundaticn for in, 

© uf qhey can; for that Covenant is founded upon 
© chriſt bimſelf, &c. 

1. Anſwer, This in the firſt place is not 

truce he charges us with, viz. that we difown 

»£ Covcuant God made with Abraham > for the 

Covcuant of Grace, God promited to him 

+ 041, 204 contend for it as far forth as any 


can - But we do ſay the Covenant of circum- 
ciſion is diſannuled ; that we do diſown to be 
in force now. 

2. Could he prove that Baptiſm is founded 
upon the Covenant made with Abraham, he 
would ſeem to lay ſome thing : But we deny 
that utterly ; for had not Ehrif loftituted 
or given it forth in the New Teſtament, 
pone could have known that Baptiſm had 
þ<en an Ordinance; it was not Imprinted on 
the Hearts of Men, but it is a mere poſitive 


Pt. 

3- | will ſhew you therefore another 
foundation for it, and not the Covenant God 
made with Abraham, wiz. the great Com» 
miſhon of Jeſus Chrift, Afar. 28. 18, 19, 
20. Mark. 16. 16. If we have it not here 
ſaith Mr. Richerd Baxzr, where have it we Þ 
Bux goo 'are wiſer it appears than that Peds 
Bapuſt. Now Friend,fince our Baptiſm is found- 
ed on Chrifts Commiſſion, both av to ſubjet 
and mode of Baptifing, our Paptiſm' is no 
counterfeit, and ſo you will know one day. 

*2. Your ſevond reaſon is, becanſe we Bepuiſc 
© the Adult Seed of Belitvers, tha were Bap 
* niſed in their Infancy, a5 they ought not,” * 

Anfwer, You do but the -que- 
tion, We *tis true , do Baptiſe” the Adult 
Seed of ſome Believers, hut we' deny they 
were Baptized in their Infancy, they were 
but Rantized ; but had they been in their In- 
fancy Paptized, i,e. Dipped, yet not'havi 
the prerequiſites of Baptiſm, vis. Faith 2 
Eepecttance, they were not the true 1ubje&s 
of that Goſpel ordinance. But Friend; to we 
do well to Baptiſe the off-ſpting 'of vnbe- 
lievers, fince by your argument they in their 
Infancy cou!d not have true right to it, 
it being intayled on Believers Seed only ? 
» Branch of our Baptiſm a counterfeit 
allo 

3. © Tou ſy their Baptiſm cannon be good, becauſe 
* rhey deny it 10 their own Seed ani off-{pring ; 
* when 4s the Covenant is made 10 Belicvers and 
* their Seed: So that either they are no believers 
* rhemſclue5,or clje they Reprobate their own Cbil- 
Y Len, I* A [wer, 


* 


1, Anſwer, Our Paptiſm may be good 
in your own opinion, 1 ſuppoſe, if bur pa- 
\ rents were unbelievers — But Friend, whoſe 
_—_— renders any Ordinance good *? 
if we at according to the authority of Chrift 
in Baptiſm, is not our Baptiſm good ? We 
deny Baptiſm to our Children, - becauſe al) are 
required to believe, repent, &c. before Bap- 
tized, Mat. 2$. 19, 20. Mwk 16.16, AG; 
2. 36, 37. AG. 8, 12, 144 35, KG 

But do we reprobate our Children becauſe 
we Baptiſe them not? is that in our power ? 
or can Baptiſm bring into, or caſt out of Gods 
eletion ? 

2 Friend, we deny that the Covenant of 
Grace, God promiſed to Abraham, gives any 
a right to Baptiſm. No, no,'tis Chrifts poſitive 
command, I: the Covenant of Grace gave 
Lot no right to circumciſion, as it did not, be- 
cauſe not commanded of him, how can the 
Covenant of Grace give right to Baptiſm to 
any perſon but to ſuch only that Chrift hath 
commanded to be Baptiſed ? 

4: 4nd laſtly, you (ay their Baptiſm canor be 
e their Principle is 10 Baptiſe Adult 
Believers, but not their Seed ; which is to Baptiſe, 
but pars of the believer ; whereas they ſhould Rap- 
tiſe , not only « part of bim, but «ll of bim: 
= their Baptiſm is but a counrerferr Bap- 
01h 

Anſwer, Is this to ſhew your great wiſdom ? 
But -are our Children a part of our ſelves 
and are we not believers without our Chil- 
dren ? How if our Children ſhould prove un- 
believers, then 1 fear we ſhall not'go for com- 
pleat believers, but one part of us is a be- 
liever, and the other part of us an unhellever; 


alſo then if your Child ſhould perith, but a 


part of you would be ſaved ; is it 'fit ſuch 
fivf ſhou!d be Printed ? Do not miftake your 
If, you are one compleat Man, and your Son 
another, and you are no leſs compleat a Man 
if you have no Child at all: So if youarea 
believer you are a compleat believer and want 
no part, and if your Child is an unbeliever ; 
yet you are not leſs a compleat believer, 

But you that Sprinkle only .the Face, I am 
ſure you do not Baptiſe the whole perſon of 
a Child, nor any part of it, nor of the Adult 
neither $ What ſhall I call your Baptiſm, —— 


Tn Page 197. yon quote our three Queries 
bu: anſwer none of them, 

1. Whether Children are in the Covenart 
of Grace, abſolutely or conditionally ? *, Wie 
ther that can be an ordinance of Ch itt to; 
which there is geither precept nor examplc # 
3. Whether in matters of meer poſitive riz;ht, 
ſuch as Baptiim is, we ought not to keew cx- 
prefly and purually to the revealed will of 
the Lawgiver ? 

Had you anſwered theſe three queris to the 
purpole, you ha! Cone, ten tim-s more than 
what is contained in your whole Eook. 

But inftead of anſwering you ask this queſti- 
4 on, Vit. where ds you find any eommynd [or rhe In- 
© fant Seed of believers, 10 ſtay nil! thy ore 
© Adult, 10 be Baptized ? 

1. Anſwer, Where 0id God expreſly for» 
bid Abrabam to circumciſe his Male Infants, 
on the 7thor gthday, or not to circumciſe Fe« 
male Infants ? 

2. There needs'no Negative Law where 
there is a Law in the afhicmative ; it on the 
8th day, it follows not on the 7th or 9th, 
if Males only are expreffed, not Females ; 
ſo if believers, if ſuch who are ' taught and 
made Diſciples by teaching, are commanded 
to be Paptized, then all muft ftay till they 
do believe, and are taught and made Diſciples, 
before Baptized. 

3. Was not the Goſpel, think yon, planted 
in and Mary's Houſe, andyet the Holy 
Child Jeſus ſtayed till he was about 20 years 
old, before Baptized. Alſo Gregory Najianz'n 
in his 4th Oration, faith Dr, Duveil, gives an 
inftance of thoſe who died without Fapciſm 
by reaſon of Infancy. 

And the ſame Nayioeren, ſaith he, tho he 
was a Biſhops Son, being a long time brer! op 
under his Father, was not Baptized until 
he came to Mans age ; and ſo Byfil the Great, 
who was horn of pious Parents, and irftrudted 
from his Childhood, was not Baptized until 
a Man, 

The like he ſays of Zjorem, Ambro/e, Chry- 
ſoftom, Auguſtin, &c. 

Nothing of ths natureought to he done in 
Gods worſhip,without authorityfrom his worc; 

rove it you can, one Infant was Baptized 
rom the beginning of Manhb:w, to the cAd 
of the Revelations of Fobn, 


E. 2 A r gU- 


; ' Y a. - | 
Argunents te prove that thoſe C hurcnes who are Lathered by Faith and Ri pentance, 
and upon the profeſſun of Faith are Baptizea ( wine b are called Anabapiiits) are 


34 


rue Clurches of Chriit , wiich Mr. Shure denies ſo to be. 


I, Reument All thoſe Clurches who are 
rizht in maiicr and form are we 
Churches. ; 

But thoſe Churches, falſly called Anabapiij's, 
ave riohe in maner and form ergo they are irut 
Chuctes, 

The matter of true Churches are godly per- 
ſuns, or true belicvers ;the true form is the or- 
der or cinfſtitution of the Goſpel Church, viz. 
The Adult upon 'the profeiliun of Faith and 
Kepentance, Baptized; and ſo withyoynt con- 
ſent give themſ:lves up to the Lord, and ore 
t» another, to walk in tellowfhip and commu- 
ni9n i" all the Ordinances of the Golpel. 

2. Arg. Thoſe Churches which corfiſt of god- 
ly perſons owning all the ef: nmials of the uit 
religion, among whom the word of God it truly 
preach:d, and the Sacraments are duly adminiſtred, 
are rue Churchs of Feſus Chriſt, 

But th:ſe Baptized Churches we contend for, 
falſly called Anabapiſts, do conſiſt of godly perſons 
owning all the effentials of the wue religi on, 
among whom the word of Ged u truly preached, 
gnd the Sacraments duly and truly adminiſixed , 
Erg0 they are rue Churches of Feſus Chriſt. 

3, Arg- Thoſe Churches that are conſtituted 
according 10 the direft pattern laid down in the 
New Teflament ; are true Churches of Feſus 
Chr/9, 

The Baptized Churches, falfly called Anabap- 
tiſts, are canfliried according to the dire® pat- 


rern laid down in the N:w Teſtament, ergo they 
are trus Churches of J-ſus Chriſt. 

To theſe let mz add the fourth, which Mr. 
Collins hath in his half Sheer. 

4. Arg. Thoſe Churches who make Chrifts 
merits the foundation of heir Salvation, and 
bis Dodtrin the foundation of their Churches con- 
ſt itutton, are true Churches, and their Baptiſm is 
Authentick ;- But the Baptiſts do rbus, ergo. 

5, Arg. If the ordinances of Chriſt are to 
be kept as they were firſt delivered to the Sains, 
and as prattiſed by the Apoſtolical Church, our 
Baptiſm, which you call a counerfeit,is Chriſt's true 
Baptiſm, 

But the Ordinazces of Chriſt ave t6 be hept as 
they were firſt delivered to the Saints, and - as 
they were praiſed by the Apoſtotical Church, 
ergo, our Baptiſm is Chriſts true Baptiſm. 

But Friend, how can you hold Communion 
with ſuch perſons who have a counterfeit Bap- 
tiſm ? for I hear you break Bread with ſome 
who own no other Water-Baptiſm but that 
of Behevers only, and deny infants to be ſub- 
jets thereof. 1 think none of our godly 
Brethren who are Pedo-Baprifts, ever denied 
our Baptiſm, tho' they ftrive to juſtify theirs : 
which of them will call the- Baptiſm of be- 
lievers, yea, tho* ſuch who were Sprinkled 
when Babes, to be a counterfeit ? Without 
repentance you muſt be accountable for this 
one day. 


C| 


CHAP. V. 


Containing an account of ſome of Mr. Shutes onſeemly, Scofſing and oppro= 
brions language caſt upon Mr. Collins, and my ſelf together, with his falſe and 
abuſive repreſentation of ur, and of ſeveral places of Holy Scripture; with bis Im- 
pertinences, 'Inconſiſtences and ſelf-contradiftions, as alſo thoſe abuſes be hath 
caft on the Baptized Congreg atio»s, in which Rom. 11. 16. is explained, viz. 
if the Root be Holy ſo are the Branches, And if ſome of the Branches were 


broken off,, &C. 


[rſt I ſhall) begin with Mr. Sbute's unbe- 
F coming and Scoffting expreſſions as they 
lie here and there in his Book. 1, Page 5. He 
intimates we are borribly bigoted to our opinion. 

In Page 4. he ſays be will not render railing 
for railing, Yet in Pag. 5. you will find 
theſe expreſhons, ſpeaking to Mr. Collins, 
yu have charged me falſly Tau bogled and jug- 
kd with the ſacred Scriptures, Yet he has not 
made either of theſe things to appear. In the 
fail 5 Page he faith, bere 1bou baſt the Cavils 
of the adverſary Anſmered, 

In Page: 42. Becanfe Mr. Collins ſaith, that 
the habit . of Faith if jt be in at Infants of 
believers, it cannot be loſt ; there being no 
loſing the habits of Grace, Ur. - 

Mr. Shute, "ſays this Genihman ( meaning 
Mr. Collins ) doth as Iirtle Boyer, that make 4 
thing of Rags in Imitation of a Cock, and when 
they bave ſerit op throw at it, But gives no 
other Anſwer '( as appears to me ) thanby 
denying that he afſerted, all infants of be- 
lievers have habitnal Faith; yet 'tis from that 
Topick he ſeems to plead for the Baptiling'of 
al} believers Infants ? 


He renders me worſe then the Dzvil. * Page 
*116, The D:vil left ont parc of a Scripture 
* once 10 temper our Saviour with; but in my w:4t 
* Zedgment, ſairh Mr. Shute,this Author b24 done 
6 "16 three times ſuce-fſvely 19 maintain this error, 
© &c. the berter to beguile and deceive poor igno- 
© rant bigottet Souls, &c. 

The Lord knows I did not leave out part 
of the Text at any time, to avoidanſwering 
their obje&ion, or to fayour our cauſe * Bur 
quoted then what was to the purpoſe in 
Hand : And that 'obje&tion 1 deſigned toan- 
ſwer afterwards, as I did inthe ſecond part in 
order. ” As the Reader may ſeg that hath 
the Book, © * | 0c) SEAS. 

In Page $2. he ſaith, ſpeaking of Mr. Coins, 
was there ever ſuch Legerdemin played with the 
Szered Seripure ? In Page'23. he ſpeaking to 
Mr. Collins,crys out,0 for ſhame c*2ſe from bring« 
ing' your Carnal reaſon; &©c. Whereas "tis he 
himſelf that infers falſe concluſigns - from 
Mr. Collins words, and then' cries out, 0 for 


Page 24. Wh-ys are you now with your b:mne 
invented, Lame, Decrepi: Stlonion, &c. Are 


In Page 46. he fays, Mr. Collins is troubled .ot theſe Unchriftian Refl-Ations ? Relides, he 


with 4 grumbling in bit gizzerd, Are thoſe come- 
ly expreſhons. 

He fays in Page 57. that Mr, Collins is plea- 
ſed to mock at habitual Faith , becauſe he 
compares Faith Potential and babirual ; Faith in 
the Infants of believers, as (nch, with Tran» 
'ubſtantiation, &e, 


had no ground given him thns to abuſe Mr. 
Collins, as if his Salvation was lame and 
decrepid. | 

In ' Page 56. he abuſes Mr. Dzrve##, who 
is dead, who was cleared" by ſeveral rned 
Miniſters upon the anfwer'of an Appeal af 
his Adverſaries. wag pe 


\ 


At. Shutes's abuſive and falſe Repreſentations of us, and falſe Interpritation of 
ſeveral places of Holy Scripture, and Gods Holy Ordinance of Dippmg Belije- 


vers in the Name, GCC, 


Iſt, in Page 6 he calls. Dippittg, Ducting, 

and the like in ({evera! other places 3 as 
it we had Believersto a D-cting-$1o0! when we 
Baptiſe them ; And again to vilitie that Holy 
Ordinance, inthe lame 6 Page, he lays Dip- 
ping is mire like @ puniſhment of criminals, than 
the ſolemnizing of an Ordinance of God; Yet 
Dipping was generally owned by all Pedo-Bap- 
ils formerly, and by many of late. 

ln Page 7. he ſays, The )aylor and bis Bouſe 
were Baptized the ſame b;ur of the Night ; where- 
as the Textonly ſays, be meſb:d their Suwipes 
tbe ſam: bur of the Night, and was Baptiqed, 
be and all bis ſtraight tody, AQ, 16. 33- 
In Page 7. he ſays, They were all Baptized in 
the Taylors Hiuſe ; which is a palpable abuſe 
of the Text 1hat they did nes go eur of bis Hou): 
t 4 River ; 

Yet the Textclearly intimates, AF 16. 34- 
. that after they were Baptized, ( he ) that 
is, the Jaylor brought them into his Houſe. 
Doth not that imply they went out of it ? 
And it might be to a River, as far ashe 
knows. 

He alſo ſays, That we read not of one Soul 
of ths Jaylors Reuſe, that did believe before Bap- 
rzed, beſides the Jaylor bimſclf. | 

Wherezs we read that all b& Houſe believed 
as well as hiinſelf, and as loon too as we read 
of the Jayiors own Faith; fo that he = 
as well ſay, the Jaylor did not believe himſelf, 
before he was Baptized, as ſo to affirmeon- 
cerning Fu #ouſe. He ſays, Pace 11. Jobn 
Baptiſt Baptized all that came uno him}, yet 
the Text clearly Implies, he rejefted the 
Phariſees and Sadducees, bidding them to bring 
forth Fruits meet for repentance. 

He allerts-in Peze 23. that thoſe little Chil- 
dren Our Saviour faith, did believe on bin, 
were. little lofants , calling them J»fant Be- 
lievers, 

He vilifies Mr. Collins for leaving ont in his 
quotations a word in one or twoTexts ofScrip- 
ture, whereas he deſtroys nut the Senſe of the 
Texts by ſo doing, nor done to favour his own 
notion, as that inl/e. 44. 3. where bis Seed, 
«put for «fy Seed; and that in Afts 2. 29. 

Nor doth he wrong his Antagonit in tle 


leaſt, ani therefare no cauſe of com. 
laint. 

But palpable "tis, Mr. Shutes abuſes that 
Text greatly, AF 2.39. for the promiſe is 
ro you and 19 your Children, and 10 all that are 
afar off, ron ſo mary as the Tord our God 
fall call. 

Now ſee this Mans expoſition of theſe words 
in Page 71. viz. ©* That was 40 ali the Eleft gen- 
' tiles aud their Children ; for the promiſe runs in 
© the ſame Channel, 10 the Gentiles and their Chil. 
© dren in th? Text, without any variation, « it 
© did to the Jews and their Children, 

Anſwer. If he had ſaid to the EleRt Gentiles 
and to their Ch.1Jren or oft-ſpring allo, that 
are eletted and called, then he had not wronged 
the Text ; for the promile, that is, that of res 
miſſion of Sin, and of the Holy Ghoſt, which 
runs firſt to the Jews that are called, and to 
their Children or Off-ſpring that are called, 
and ſo in like: manner alſo unto the Gentiles 
that are called, and to their Off ſpring that 
ſhall be called, not to the Jews, and their Chil» 
dren as ſuch, #. e. whether Eifeftually called 
or not; but to no-more of the Jews, nor 
Gentiles theraſelves, nor their Children but 
even ſo many 4s the Lord our God ſhull call 
Dr. Hammond confeſſed this Text is to litthe 
purpoſe bronght to prove Iafant Baptiſm « 

Seeing by Children Is meant off-ſpring, and 
refers not roInfantsas fuch; It certainly in» 
tends ne Childrea of [Jews , -or Gentiles, 
but ſuch on'y who are eletted, and called 
ones. * 

Befides, this Man hath left owt words in (e- 
yeral Texts of Scripture quoted by himfelf 
in his Rook, yet blames his 4zr7goni/ts for ſo 
doing at arrange mannee ; For becauſe 1 left 
out the words Frrlefting Covenant, he com- 
parits me to the Devil» See Page 116. in Page 
21. be guts Ger. 17.9, 10 11: but( ſaith be )net- 
they in theſe three quotations, nor in bis whole 
Book, bath he ſo much as named that which is the 
quimeſſexce of the Covenant, &c. namely as 
Everlaſling Crvenant, TheDevil left our pert of 4 
Scripture, &c. 
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Anſwer, 1 fear he ſaw but part of my Book ; 
for 'tis a great untruth which he affirms, 
viz. that 1 never named Everlajting Covenant ; 
for 1, as you have heard ( in this Anſwer ) 
did not oitly name it, but anſwered the argu- 
ment that is railed from thence, See Fart 2. 
Page 9, 10. 

Now that Mr. Shbate hath left part of the 
words in ſome Texts, and added words in 
other he hath quoted, See Page 1260. Where 
he mentions the words of that Text 1 Cor. 
15. 22, For as in Adam all dye, ſo in Chrift 
ſhall all be made alve ;, he has wrote thus for 
43 in Adam all the Ele@ dye, fo in Chriff they ſball 
af be made alive \, this is all in the ſame lralick 
Lener : Where he adds ( Elett ) and( they ) 
rendring the ſenſe as if nene ſhould have a re» 
ſurreQion but the Ele, which is againſt the 
Senſe of the Apoſtle. 

So in Page 133. mentioning Mark 16. 16. 
viz, He that believeth and is Baptized (ball be 
ſaved, bus be that believerh not ſball be damacd. 

He hath wrote it thus,viz. He that believerb ſhall 
be ſaved, but be that beliewerb not ſball be damned, 

( Baptized ) is left out to favour his de- 
ſign, 1 fear 5 for tho" faith be the fame in 
every age, yet the the Ordinances are not the 
ſame, under the Go(pel, as under the Law, 
for Baptiſm is no legal Ordinance , nor the 
Lords Supper, &c. 

Alſo he bas given afalſe expoſition on ſeve- 
ral Verſes, in Kam. 11, and hath in ſo dong 
abuſed Mr. Collias alſo ; theſe Auer ER 
werds (as repeated by Mr. $ 7%, 
76, Sa natal Bronches are begken off , ergo 
C bildrens 'viſdble incouenanting, is repealell ; the 
Antece dent of this Enthymem is clear from tbe Apo- 
files af-neian, Rom. 11: 19,20, 21. by we 
agurs Branches without comroverſie, is to be ut 
derſtogd the natural Seed of Abrabam 

Now Mr. Stute leaves out Mr. Collins 
demonſtration following, to prove his argu- 
* ment, #. e. by the Branches ſaith he, with- 
© out controverſy, ' is tobe underftood the Ta» 
* tural Seed of Abrabem 3 and the breaking 
'of, muſt cicher be meant, from vitidle 
© Church-meatberſhip, and external pn 
ledges therennto belonging 3 or t'1e Evi 
* laſting Covenant of grace ; It cannot, faith 
© he, be the latter, becauſe that Covenant 1s 
©; mmutable, therefore ic muſt be the forprer. 
Thus Mr. Collins: An4 he argues tothe pur- 
poſe, for 'ris impoſſible for any to be broken 
of from the Covenant of Grace, who were 
once in that ; and 'tis as clear that the Jews 
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or natural Seed of Abrabam, as ſick, are br0+ 
ken off, from being any more a viſible 
Church, and that the legal Covenant, for 
their incovenanting, i.e. both Parents and 
Children, as ſuch, is gone and taken away ; 


be took away the firſt rhas be might e{2abliſh the Se 


cond, Heb, 10. 9. 


There is « Firft, and a Second, an Oldand | 


4 New, Now the firſt is only taken away, 
as a Covenant of works, do this and thou ſbak 
live ; and as it was given to the whole Houſe 
of 1/racl, by vertue of. which they held their 
Church-State , and Church-memberſhip, and 
all their external Rites, Ordinances, and Pri- 


viledges, for the Prieſibood being changed rhers. 
is made of nectffity & change of rhe whole Law, 


Heb. 7.12. 

Tho' it was for the Jews unbeliefthey were 
broken off, yet the diſpenſation being chang- 
ed, it was impothble for them to keep their 
Church-State and external Legal Rites, and 
Priviledges any longer ; for "tis evident that 
thoſe Jews that believer in Chrift, abode no 
logger members” of their Old Church ; but 
were tranſplanted into the Goſpel-Church ; 
what can be more clear than this, viz, the Old 
Honſe and 91d legal Right of Church-member- 
ſhip is overturned and reoted out fer ever ? 

and (ay 1, if the Covenant for incove- 
annting of the fleſhly Seed, as fuch, is aboliſh- 
ed, and no new Law is given forth for the 
bringing in again ing Parents and 
their Carnal Seed, as ſuch, what is ic this 
Man contends for , yet what a mighty ftie 
he makes about that in Rom. 11. you may 
See | in Page 76, &, This Van makes it 
tis main buſtnes to prove that the Cove- 
nant of Grace is not taken 4way, which we 
aflert with 2s much Zeal as he; but fee 
how he abuſes the Text, Rom; 11. 17. vits 
4s thoſe Jews which were theſe Branches mere 
brok:s of, and their Children with them were 
caſt out of the Covenant; So the Gentiles, 
and all their Children were token int3 Covenant, 
in their room, and did parniibe of the ſame Pri- 
viledges, with thaſe 7ews that did abide firm in 
the Covengat, &c. 

1, 4uſwer, This Man doth not diftinguiſt one 


Covenant from anther, ;. e, the Legal from 


the Goſpel Covenant ; nay he 6wrs but one 
ſo that he afſ-rts the unbelieving Jews, were 


broken of of the Covenant of Grace, and: 


their Children too; by which he ſeems to plead 
for Arminianiſm or final falling 0:1t of the Co- 


veuanc of Grace: Nay worſe, i.e, that the- 
Chi'cren: 


Children were broken off from the Covenant 
of Grace for their Parents Sin and undelicf, 
Which is very, 8.-urp'd. Wre Sour Teens go: Rrain 
the Metaphor the Apotle makes ute &, in 
kom. 11. bryond what the Huly Ghoft. in- 
tendeth by its for Metaphors as we we ty 
{2y ) will 10t a!ways run on all four, 

Far if the firſt Fruit be Holy, the lump is all 
Holy; avid if the Root be Hviy, ſo arent: branches, 
veri, 16 

B; 16: Rogen is doubtleſs meant Abrabam > 
but then know that' Abraham was a twofold 
£04 as well-as a twofald Father, viz the 
Roor of 21 bis: narural Seed, and the Ruot or 
Father of all his true Spiricual 3-now for a 
ian to ſay that the Apultie here refers to 
Avraham as a natural Root, and ſo to his natu- 
rai gr Carnal Seed as ſuch, is ts deftroy the 
whole” Sw@pe and drifr of the Holy Ghoft in 
ths Chipeer ;) in the cloſe of the 16 Chapter 
the Apoſtic ſhews the J-ws were rejedtcd, 
and the Geryriles callerl; and in the beginning 
of this +1. Chapter he-prevents an objection 3 
lyume might be realy to fay if tnis be 19, then 
God hath cat away his Covenant People. 
To this he Anſwers, verſ. 2. God bath n14 cal 
away bis People whom be for knew that is, his 
Fic wr, the Spititual: Seed of Abraham that 
were among, the Jews} See veri, 5. even ſorben 
et 1his preſ-pt tone there s a Kemnant according 
19 the Eletion of Grace * Again, io ver/. 7 bat 
then Nrark bail not ebrained, &c, (that is the na+ 
tural Seed as ſuch, ) but the Fletion bath obrained 
ut, and the reſ} were blinded;, and tho' the 
main Body of the Jews were Tej<tted for 
th-ir unbelicf, yet in the Latter Days God 
will call ail thoſe and bring them in, who 
belong to the Elettion of Grace, 4nd jo all 
Jiracl, (that is the Spiritua) 1ra-1) ſoal be ſaved, 
_ veE Veil, 15. and ©» | 

and from hence the 16. verſe is bronghtin, 
Vizs for if the firjt Frunt be Holy, the lump is alſo 
Haly, &c. 

Is the Apoſtle ſpeaking here of a Legal 
Federal Holineſs? Ne,not a ward of any ſuch 
matter : but of ſuch a Holindſs as was in the 
Koot, i.e. in Afrabam who. was, Spiritually 
Holy, being af Kleft Perfan ant! to that Ro- 
lineſs the Apoſtle refers , wit. firft in re- 
Ine of Gods Flettion, Yerlonal, and inhe- 
reat in Gals intention, 

Now then toapply the Holineſs and Inſctti» 
on here, to outward Dilpealation ovly in 
the viſthle Church, which is meant of laving 
Grice in the invitiblc , and ty make every 


( 33 )) 


believing Parent a like Root to his poſterity 
with Abrabam to his Seed, as lome have Gone, 
a: this Man ſeems todo; is a greatabuſle of 
the Sacred Texts 

For this would be to (et up another wall of 
ſ- para* ion or partition betwixt ( believers and 
their >ceed, and unbelievers and their Secd,) a 
the Old one was, Which is now broken dow 1 
between Jews nd Gentiles according to Eph, 
2.14, 15. as allo « knowing of Men 4/tey the 
Fleſb, i, e, atcer fli-ſhly Deſcent, external Pris 
viiedges, Ge, 

2, The firſt Fruit ſpoken of we underſtand 
to refer to IJſare, Jacob, and the Holy Pareriachs, 
who were given to Abrabam as the firſt Fruic 
cf the Covenant of Grace God made with 
him, who were all Holy as Avribam , their 
Root was Holy, that is, Spiritually and lake. 
rently Holy, 

3. By the Lunp may be meant the whole 
Body of the Elett . or Spicitual: Seed of 
Ab abam, who lived from the time: the firſt 
Fruit was given him until the Goſpel 
Days, who were, all Holy as the Root 
allo, 

By Lumpcannot be intended the whole Na- 
t on of the Jews,as Mr. Shue poſitively affirms, 
jn Page $2.tor it ſo, what conhtiftency can there 
be in the Apoſtles wordsand Argument ? The 
Apoſtle ſpeaks of the Ele& [/racl, not of the 
fi-thly and Carnal 1/rach, take this Mans worcls 
the firſt Fruit the Fews, &Cc. the Lump or whole 
Nation of them; and here is the ſame Roon,on which 
the Gemiles are graffed, Page $2. He confounds 
the ficſt Fruit and Lump together, and ſays 
by it is meant» the whole Nation of -the- Jews. 
What Text can be wronged wore ? We grant 
"ris the ſame Root that all, Gentile behevers 
partake of the fatneſs of which the godly 
Jews pertook .of - under the Law , viz. the” 
Bleliings of the Covenant of Grace male with 
the Root Abrabem,; but what is this to ouc 
Carnal Scedas ſuch ? 

4+ By the Branch:s who are aid to be Holy 
alſo, certainly is to be underſtoud thoſe Eko 


,oncs of I/ra:l who were living in the Apoſtles 


Days, as verſ. 5, even ſotbtn @t this time alſo 
there is 4 Remnant according 10 rhe Ele tion of 
Grace. , 
Now obſerve the Apoſtle ſpeaks, in ver/, 
17. 'of ſome Branches that were broken off, 
and of the Gentiles who were like auld Olive 
Tree, being, graft:4 in; theſe Branches that 
were broken off, were the unb?licving Jews 
who at that time compreheaded the whole 
national 


national Church of Iſrael 3 for af! that believed 
that were Jews, were ' Into the 
Goſpel Comes, theſe Branches that were 
broken off \| from the fame Root as 
Abrabam, was t Father according to the 
Fleſh and Legal Covenant, and for a time 
kemed true Branches, they werewpt Jſrael, 
though not reel, Rom, c. 6. they were the 
Children of the Fleſh, but not the Children 
of the promiſe, they were in the external 
Odrenant, but being not in the Covenant of 
Grace, by Faith, and the ON Covenant bei 
now gone and taken away, they were cut 
and no- more- lookt upon as Branches inany 
ſenſe, 

They were Branches in the Olf Tefta- 
ment Church, but there is a new will made, 
a new and laſt Teft amen 4, and yart 
by the Death -of the Teftatour Jeſus Chriſt, and 
the fleſhly Seed as ſuch have no ſuch Legacy, 
left them asin the Old Teftament, viz. to be 
Members of the New Teftament Church, 
that running to none but to ſuch who believe, 
&e, but they not believing, or for their un- 
belief were cut or broken off. 

1. Not broken off the Covenant of Grace, 
as Mr. Share intimates, becauſe they never 
were in that Covenant. 

2. Not broken off Gods Eleftion, for to 
that they did not belong : Eut, 

2ly. They were broken of and their 
Children as'ſach (or as ſs confidered ) 6 
that they are no more a viſible Church of God, 
nora People in any Covenant relation to him. 

Yet weare not to conceive although thoſe 
unbelieving Jews were in this Senſe, broken 
off from their old ftanding and Church ftate 
that their Children who believed wererejeRed 
and loft, no, no} they that did believe in 
Chrift and ſubmit to the new diſpenſation , 
were by Faith grafced intoChrift, and upon the 
protefhorof their Faith were united alſo to the 
Goſpel Church and became members thereof, 

And ſo with the believing Gentiles did par- 
take of the fatneſs of the Covenant of Grace 
God made Abraham, and of the Bleſſings 
and Privi of the Goſpel Church , and 
doubtleſs this is the very trath of the matter 
according to the main Scope and deſign of the 
Holy Ghoſt, in this Chapter : Now -then 
Mr. Shue greatly wrongs this place of Sacred 
STipture. 

t, Whilft he ergaes that the Jews were 
broken off from the Covenant of Grace. 


2. He wrongs the Text, whilft te ſays the Church now ann oy 


the Jew 


" under 


cw) 


it was yo diffolution of the J-with Churth, 
but an excommunication of chole unbelieving 
Perfons out of it, by which he intimates as if 
Church frate Rl remaius, and that 
the believing Gentiles are” gratred. info = 
old Legal Church that is removed aud 

for ever-- 

3. He wrongs this Text, whilſt he would 
have all un ers Children of the Jews, 
broken off theCovenant of Grace, for to that he 
{ems to refer : For thoſe of them that were in 
it were not broken off from that Covenant 
nor could be ; and thoſe of the Fewiſb Children, 
that believed, were inthe like good Eftate with 
believing Gentiles, and their believing Chil- 
dren ; and many of the Children of the unhe- 
lieving Fews did no dou! own Jeſus Chrift, 
believe in him, and were implanted into the 
Goſpel Church, 

4- Whilſt he pleads for believing Getiles and 
their Infants,as ſuch, to be taken into the Co- 
venant of Grace, and ſo made Members of 
the Church of Chrift now, as the Children 
of the Jews were Members of -the Church, 
Law ; for this he affirms Page $1, 


32, 

5, Whilſt he applies the Holineſs and In- 
ſcAion here meant, to outward Diſpenſation, 
only in the viſible Church, which is meatic 
of ſaving Grace inthe mviſible, 

6. Whilft he makes every believing Fa- 
renta like root to his poſterity with Abrabam 
to his Seed, he may as well ſay every believer 
is a common Father, to all that believe, as 
Abraham was - For both theſe Concluſions. T 
infer from his notio0. 

1. Reader, Pray obſcrve , that the Jews 
that believed not, were broken off from be- 
ing any more the People of God, in any Co- 
venant relation to him, and this was for their 
unbelief, aad their Church State being gone 
by rhe Diſpenſation of the uns, and by the 
bringing in the Goſpel Church, 

2, That whoſvever either Jews or Gen- 
tiles who are grafted into Chrift the true 
Olive, and into the Goſpel Church, muſt be- 
lieyeor be grafted in by Faith, 1. ce» by their 
own Faith and own conſent, not by the 
Faith of their Parent be made Members 
of the Church under the Goſpel 3 no, but 
muft believe themſelves as well as their Pa- 
rents ; "tis not enough now toſay we have 
Abraham to our Father, or that our Parents 
were believers. and in Covenant, homely 
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carnal Seed, but of the true Spiritual 
only. 

Mr. Shwe ſays in Page $2, to Mr. Collins, 

you bave not enough you ſhall bave enough, be- 
ore | beve done with you. 

1 am ſatisfied and he too, he has ſaid too 
much unleſs it were better or to better pur- 


(Cc. 
He appeals to ay. experienced Chriſtian 4- 
mong us, or of- our party to judg whether there can 
be a more full Text of Seripture produced, to prove 
the continuation and Stability of the Covenant, &c. 

If he will take my thoughts( who am 'tis 
like in his opinionas well as my own an un- 
experienced Chriſtian ) 1 muſt tell him he 
hath miſtaken his Anagoniſt and the Text 
too ; Cannot the JewiſbLegal Church State go, 
but the Covenant of Grace muſt go, with 
them? God forbid, 

The Apoſtle it is evident in this Chapter, 
Rom, 11. ſpeaks of Gods Elettion, which ran 
firſt to Abrabams natural Seed, according to 
the Covenant of Grace, that is, to the Ele 


among the Jews, and ſo argues God. bad not 


eaſt away bis People whom be forcknew; and from 
hence he ſhews that all that belong to the 
ſaid Eleftion of Grace ſhall be called, and in 
the Latter days be brought in, or grafted into 
their own true Olive tree, 4, e. into Chrift 
and into the Goſpel Covenant and Church, 
for all (the true) Iſrael ſhall be ſaved, as it is 
written, &c. *tis ſaid they are Holy that is 
they are decretively and in- Gods fight 
and intention Holy ; 1 wonder at ſome Ex- 
pofitors who conclude, that it is an exter- 
nat relative Federal Holineſs the Apoſtle 
ſpeaks of here, which Holineſs is not menti- 
enced in all the New Teftament, as an emi- 


nent. Writer obſerves. 

And this brings me to, whatMr.Shute ſays,to 
that Text 1 Cor. 7. 14. Elſe were your Children 
waclean, but now are they Holy : Which S$crip- 
ture he miſtakes alſo whilſt he aſſerts it is 
Federal Holineſs, as well as Matrimonial Ho- 
Knels, for no -doubt the Sandtification of 

. the unbelieving Husband to the believin 
wife, is the ſame Sandification or Holinef 
that is ſaid to be in the Children, that is, "the 
Husband and Wife were Sanftifed, or ſet 
apart for the uſe of one another , by Gods 
ordinance of Marriage, and { their Children 
were Holy, 4. e, itimate, lawfully be- 


gotten, and not Baſtards ; for no doubt their 
Children that were born when both were 
umabclievers,. were Holy in the Scuſe the 
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' for infants to believe i 


Apoſtle ſpeaks of, as ſuch ” that were born 
when one was a believer : But ſee a full an- 
ſwer to this Text in Reffor Kefified, from Page 
113. to Page 120, 

And when he writes again let him” anſwer 
what is there ſaid ,Mr. Shute alſo gives a falſe 
expoſition of that Text, Rom, 6. 2, 4. Page 
14,16, Whilſt he refers there to the | 
tiſm of ſuffering, telling'us the Apoſtle was 
there exerciting the Saints,” to prepare for ſuf. 
ferings 5 which isnot true, 

Likewiſe he abuſes that Text, 1 Cor. 2, 
But God bath choſen 1he weak things of the World, 
&c, by intimating as if the Apoſtle means 
little Children, and who are weaker ( ſaith he ) 
than Cbildren ? Page 23, 

Alſo that in Pſa. $2. 1 think he would have 
to refer to Infants, #. e. out of the Mouths 
Babes and Sucklings thou baft perfeted thy praiſe, 
Page 23, 

In Page 130, thatin Mart 16. 16.Job. 3, 3. 
he applies to Infants, viz, be that believes and 
is 12,3 40 ſaved, but be that believes nos 
ſhall be damned; And ſo Pleads for like necefſty 

ſaved, as the Adult, 

In Page 10. he ſeems to infer that Jobs Bgp- 
rift Baptized little Infants, becauſe *tis ſaid, 
there went out 10 meet bim all Judes and Jeruſalem, 
and all the regions round about Jordan, and were 
Baptized. 

Which 1 have anſwered, Ax laid to the 
Roos ; in my reply to Mr. Exell, ſee 2 Part 
Mage 3.90 54+ EI 

in Page 174. Mr. Shute citing Rom. 11. 6. 
if it be by Grace ben it is mes of Whyte he 
infers if dying lafants are ſaved without Faith 
then they muſt be ſaved by works. 

Which is an abuſe of thatText;for as theApo- 
ſite ſpeaks not of Infants, fo he ſpeaks of Gods 
Grace and Favour, in oppoſition to works or 
merits, according to that in Epb. 2. $. by Grace 
you are ſaved ; he puts Faith in the place of 
Grace: We ſay no Infant can be ſaved but by 
Grace; yet we do ſay we ſee not how it can 
be ſaid that Infants do or can believe. 

And now let me infer from __ 
if Infants cannot believe, they tuft all peri 
and be damned, this follows dearly from what 
he aſſerts : He had need to ſee he is certain 
of what he affirms. 

In Page 92. (he ſays, )itis common for Men of * 
wo to bring in, and ſetup our own Carnal , 
Reajon, in oppoſition to the Wiſdom of God ; is not 
this an Unchriftian charge ? Beſides, he proves 
not what he ſays, nor attempts to do it 


concerned more particularly with in Church- 
fellowſhip, will look upon themſelves bound in 
duty to inquire into ſome of theſe grand 
enormities, falſe acuſations, and other evils 
this Man is found guilty of in his Writings. 

ln Page 13. he ſays, that part of the Man, 
Woman, or Chill, that is Baptiged, muſt be naked ; 
rh 6 whole Body muſt be Baptized, then the 
whole Body mul be all naked alſo. 

And he quotes a paſſage of Mr. Baxter ; as 
if Mr. could, or did Baptiſe Women 
naked , to render ſuch a prattice odious 
as indeed it would be, ſhould any do it; 
but to caſt that on us , is Unchriftianly 
done. In Page 19, he intimates as if we 
had found two ways to Salvation , becauſe we 
know not that dying Infants have Faith, 
or can believe. 

In Page 20. he abuſes Mr. Collins, as if he 
was ignorant of any ſuch thing as habitual 
Faith, becauſe he knows nothing of ſuch habits 
io Iafants, and ſays be derides babitudl Faith, 
which is a notorious falſchood, and that 
which Mr, Collins abhors to do. 

In Page 20. he would have his Reader think 
that Mr. Collins had rendred Mr. Chornock an 
Anabaptift, becauſe he quoted him to deteR 
his notivn of habitual Faith in Infants - 

In. Page 43. becauſe Mr. Collins id unlef 
Children have perſonal aQtual Faith, they are 
Ne Wall oe Erie Fare, 6 
Mr, , is Mans In- 
fer ml En lene ror 
t ildren to ts 
20 the Son of David : 
| mer | org —_ it PR 

to his 3 for we not,but it- 

tle Children have and may have a work of 
God upon their Hearts, tho? not above five or 
fix years old. 

In Page 68, he infers four falſe Concluſions 
upon Mr, Collins, denying Faith to be in In- 
fants, 

I. That God cannot work Filth in young In- 
fans, docanſe they are not able to belp bim, &c. 

Doth Mr. Collins queſtion power, or 
intimate God cannot work, without help of 
the Creature ? 

2. That be doth tacitly declare that God is not 


able to make them capable of the Reception of Grace, 
Becauſe are not of years to exerciſe #, 


as if Mr Collins did not know God was infinite 
in power, t | 
3. That Adult perſons do qualifie themſelves 


Snre ſome gracious Perſon or Perſons he is for «be 
partners 
ir 


of Grate ; of at leaftwilt are toc 
the Spirit of Grace, in the working - 


. " 
4+. If this be ſo, ſaith be, then it is not Gods 
Grace, but Mans work, &c; 

Which are all falſe Conclufions and great 
abuſes caſt on Mr. Collins, and no ways to be 
inferred from his poſitions, 

In Page 73. he renders the Baptifts to be 
cunning deceivers, take his words, 5c, 1 «mr nor; - 
ſairh be, all togetber ignorant A. their devices, 
and ſtratagems by which they upbo1d their opinien, 
in which. their Principles are enveloped and tie 
Dorman. 

In Page 115. he ſays, Benjanine Ketch doth 
rechon Abraham of greater amiquiny than Chriſt, 

Anſwer, This is a falſe charge likewiſe, and 
no ſuch conſequence can be gathered from 
my words, to which he refers, as my Anſwes 
ſhews in this reply. ] 

In Page 126. he ſaith, 1bis Autbor is for the 
ſaving Ele Dying Infants by ſome © other Cove» 
nant, and not by the Covenant of Grace. 

Anſwer, This is alſo falſe and a great 
abuſe, for 1 no where hint any ſuch thing, 
but fay, "tis i ble any 1 or Aduls 
Perſon'either ſhould be faved by any other Co- 
venant but” that ' tho” 1 ay they-may be G- 
ved and- hot be Members of the y Church; 
as ſome Infants were before God made known, 
the Covenant of circumciſion and ſet up the 
legal Church of Iſrael. 

In Page 134. becalis our Dofrin 2 fallacious 
Do@#rin ; and knows pct which to wonder ar_ moſt, 
viz, our boldneſs and confidence : Oy our Peoples 
ignorance ts be ſo borribly deluded and” inp3(el 
upon. "What Enemy could reproach us worſe ? 

In Page 419. faith he, Thus [ bave giver you 
one broad fide more, by which 1 bave brought your 
opinion by the Lee, and all the Carpenter? and 
Calkers in the Nation camor ſave it from firk- 


ing. 

Anſwer, Friend you miſtake our, cauſe, and 
opinion is as firm *and asfound as ever, and 
needs no Carpenters nor" Calkkers to mend 
thoſe Breaches you have made, 

In Page 140.he ſays, Thus you ſee the Coveran 
God made with and all bis Seed both $ 
ritual and Carnal, flands faf® and firm 19 Ge 
Believers, and all their Seed both Spiritual and 
Carnal; norwithtanding Herexdes with bis Club 
and Benjamin bewed it with bis broad Ax , they 
cannot defiroy it, becauſe it is an everlaſting Cove» 
want, 


o 


Avſwer, 


1. 4nſwer, Are theſe $avoury expreſſions? m 
aT is Gods word ; the Title of that Book 
was the words of the Text, viz. the Az laid 
at the Root, and this Ax will cut down all your 
Thorns and Eriers, do what you can. 

2. How he hath proved that Covenant 
God made with Abrebam, and bis Carnal Seed 
85ſuch, doth remain, let the &zader now Judg, 

.3 How came (if this be (o ) Abrabam's na- 
tural.Sced ta be wcburebed as be himſelf con» 


Y 


yAX felſes in, Page 37: 


that they unchnrehed 
themſelves. In his P ipt, þ 199. be ſays, 
1bo' be bas 1hus wrinten concerning the Anabapriſts, 
and proved their Congregations 10 bens Churches, 
and their Bapriſm to be a conmirrſeit, and their Opi- 
nion Sacrilegious, in that whey Rob the Church 
of ber weaſure, Fo, — Theſe are very hard 
words, and alſo falſe ; for he has not done 
what he' ſays, and never will, nor can he 
do1c, 


< 


AS 


An Azcount of ſome 'of Mr, Shute's Impertizences, Inconſiſtences and 
Self« contradifjons. 


N tlie laſt place take a few of his Impers 
tinences, Wc, In Page 49. 1} you can prove, 
ſaith be, by plain Scripture Teftimony that ever 
Chriſt or any of bis Apoſtles, &c. did forbid the 
Bapriſing the infant Seed of Believers, &c. 

A"v[wer , Now how impertinent is this > 
Where did Chriſt forbid Infants of Believers, 
the. Lords Supper ? and indeed og have 
ithat as well as Baptiſm, apd the athers 
\that eftaþliſhed 1n 

{LordsSupper alſo-: .... + " 

2, Where is crofing in Baptiſon forbid, or 
Popifts Salt Spiutle, or Criſom or other Po- 
= rites? Theſc in plain words are not for- 

id, are they therefore Jawfol? If Chriſt 
would nave them to be Baptized,it would have 
been expreſſed in the affirmative 5 and.is this 

horribly to impoſe our own. uncouth notions 
az-you afhrm in the (aid 49. Page of your 
Book ? 

Where hath Chriſt forbid Baptizing.. of 
Tw ks, and Infidels, or the Children of wabe» 
lievers ? | 

In Page 98. he fays the Church of the Jews 
was not a legal Church, take his words, viz. 
the Church of God under the Moſairk Law was 
nit 4 Carnal legal Church, Strange contra- 
diftion ! What, aChurch under theLaw and not 
a legal Church? he may as well ſay the Church 
of God under the Goſpel, is. not a. Goſpel 
Church, 

In Page 97+. he diſtinguiſhes not on the Co. 
venant made with 4brabam, but poſitively af. 

Ferts. that off from that Covenant God" made 
with Abrchem, viz, The Covenant of Grace, 
iouwof the natural Branches were broken ; 


Fa) 


nt Kaptiſmy gave them the 


yet in contradiftion to this he ſhews, in Page 
74. from Pſa. $9. That the Covenant of 


_ Grace is firm and abideth for ever, and elſe 


where ſhews that there's no final falling from 
grace ; all thoſe therefore ſay I, that are in 
that Covenant cannet fail of Salvation; there- 
fore thoſe Branches never were in the Cove- 
pant. of- Grace. 
In. Paze 25, he ſays, God ſaves Ele 
Infants in no ways or means di in any one 
point or part from ther wherein be ſtves Alult'be- 
lievers. Yet in Page 65. he owns Infants can- 
not exerciſe grace in an way, and thay 
nothing is required of them perſonally but paſgve 
Obedience, Ls nothing required ſay I,of Adulc 
believers but paſſive Obedience ? If there is 
then the way or mode of Geds ſaving dying 
Infants -di in ſome part or point from 
the way or means. of ſaving the Adult; and 
dear it is that more than pafhve obedience is 
required of Adult 
One while he 


rſons. 
ys all Abrahons Seed are 


- in the Covenant of Grace God made withhim, 


and he denjes final falling out of that Cove- 
nant, yet in Page 12. he ſays, one of Abre- 
beams Sons or Seed "is praying to him in Hel : 
And to be Abrahams Seed will no ſerve their 


mn. 

He is for a Congregational Church, and yet 
in Page 34+ Speaking of the Goſpel Church, 
he ſays, all the Seed of believers are Members as 
much now as the Jewiſh Children were under the 
Law. And that itis the ſame Church State, the 
in another dreſs, aud denys the diſſolution of the 
Fewiſb Church,. Page 35.. 


Can 


Can a natural Church conſiſting of whole 
Pariſhes, Families, and Provinces, be all 
one with Goſpel Congregational Churches 
of believers only ? 

Why did this Man leave the Church of Eng- 
lint? alſo then the Fewiſh Church-Rate by his 
opinion continues ſtill ; He may ſay the invi- 
fible Church is the fame now as then; but 
not the viſible, the matter, as well as the 
form is changed, —Ye alſo as {living $1ones are 
buil up 4 Spiritual Houſe, Cc. 1 Pete. 2.5. 

Was not the Goſpel Church gathered out, 
of the Fewiſh and Hearbeniſh Nations , conſilt- 
ing only of ſuch Men and Women who made 
a profeſſion of their Faith ? let him prove any 


one Infant was ever received into the Goſpel. 


Church if he can. 

In Page 167. he inquires whether 4 Farmer 
deſtroys bis Barn or burts the Floor, when be 
rakes a greas beap of Corn and Chaff and Winnows 
the Corn, and Fans away the Chaff, &c. 

Anſwer, I ask whether or no Chriſt did 
not remove by the Goſpel Diſpenſation, all the 
Wheat out of the old Barn, nay, and pull 
down that Barn, viz. the Fewiſb Church, and 
Fan quit away the Carnal Seed as ſuch, and all 
the Chef; And ereft a new Garner or Golpel 
Chnrch, into which be put his Wheat, 
i, e, Believing Men and Women, whetber Fews or 
Gensiles. | 


of circamciſion is Baptiſm, and that the ef 


= remainerh in the Bleſb ſti. 


ſentia] part thereof 


Anſwer , Then ſay I, circamcition could, 


not be circumciſion __ ». nor 
Baptiſm be * Baptiſm w circumciſion, 


which is ſuch a piece of- Stufand Imperti- 
nences as I never met with all; can a thing 
be where the Eſence or the Eſential Part of it 
is wanting ? wo 

In Page 130. he intimates, becauſe I deny 
Infants to have right to Baptiſm ( or that they 


(43) 


126. he intimates that the efcntial 


an believe) that I afſert two wee 19be /rved,” 
He alſo there ſays, viz. there is no ſav 

any Perſon old or young without the Grace of Faith ; 
be Cites Mark 16. 16, Job, 2. 16. Thus you - . 
ſee, ſairb be, there is but one way to Eternal Life, 
either fot old or young, that is, b Faith in the 
righteouſneſs and merits of Chriſt. Wo be to * 
uu Infants then (ay 1, if they cannot be- 
1eVe as the Adult do; it it be-thus, we ſay 
theres no way tobe laved,but by Chriſt's mer. 
rits and righteouſneſs imputed, and that In- 
fants muſt be ſanQified that are ſaved alſo; but 
yet/ we dare not lay they do or can be ſaid, to 
believe as the Adult, and if they do not they 


' muſt be damned according to his notion be- 


cauſe that is true of all the Adult that believe 
not. 

One while he ſeems to ſay thaf the Infants 
of 'betievers as fach, have habitual Faith. 

At another time confefles he cannot prove, 
that this or that Infant of believers hath 
Faith, or the habit of it, without he had a+ 
new Bible, Page 45. 

Doudtleſs the Tree is known by the Fruit- 
if we ſpzak of the adult, we may know who 
do b2lieve; (though I deny not but we may be 
miſtaken in 3 ) how didPaut know that the 
Sgints at Theſuonics were Elefted, 1 The{. t. 4, 
& Kyowing, loved, your Eleion of He - 

ws how he came to know they had true 
Faith, and were Elefted, for oi Gaſpe! came - 
wor to you in Word only, but-in power, &c. Mr. 
Shue fays in Pege 1.90.that the Auabaptiſis Con- - 
vregations be bath no Charches;- and their 
Bapriſm 10 be 4 counterfeit, and their opinion Sacri» 
legions, Yet he hath Communion at the 
Lords Table with ſome of them-who have 
this counterfeit Baptiſm, and deny Infants to be 
the Subjects of that Ordinance, and Sprink- 
ling to be Baptizing and fo are guilty of like. 
Sacrilege with us, there being divers Baptiſts 
ia that Church to whom he belongss 


A N 


APPENDIX. 


BEING 


A Reply to Mr. Shute's laſt fangle Sheet, in Anſwer to 
Mr. Collins's half Sheet ; wherein the Covenant 
of Circumciſion, &c. and free Promiſe of Grace, 
God made to Abraham, are further and diftinf- 


other. 


Ince I wrote this reply to Mr. Shutes laft 
Book, I have met with a fingle Sheet, 


which ke calls an Anſwer to My, Hercules read 


Collins laſt Shift, &c. 

Which diſcovers more of his bitter Spirit, 
and what il] Influences he is under,-- I thought 
it not amiſs to make ſome remarks upon 
this Sheet, tho' I ſuppoſe Mr, Collins will 
think himſelf concerned to vindicate his inno- 
cency , from his undue, Unchriftian, and 
falſe charges: This Paper of Mr. Shbutes 
manifeſteth very great confidence touching 
yenant God made with 


his notions of the 


ly opened ; ſbewing bow they differ from each 


Abraham , and as much ignorance: As will 
quickly appear to all diſcerning Men who ſhall 


if, 
In P hip fa bygone 
the aforeſaid Antidote oul Aſperfion 
and torally confuted all the He in my W 
Book, in the Fudgment of all wiſe Judicious and 
Impartial Perſons that bave read it, 

Anſwer, Let thoſe wiſe perſons he \ 9s 


firſt read this precedent anſwer to 
and then let them impartially Judg of it. 
In Page 2, he ſpeaks of Mr. Collins his five 
Arguments to prove the Covenant of pecu- 
liarity God made with Abraham. To 


To this Mr. Shute fays, 

« this diſtintion concern 
© nant God made with Abr and bis Seed ? 
" Auſwer, You ſhall ſee Friend that there is 
ſuch a diſtintion found in the Scripture, and 
that your reyeread Miniſters confirm the ſame 
thing, viz. That God made a Covenant with 
Abrabams natural Seed as ſuch, which is remo- 
ved ; and alſo aCovenant with Abrabems Spi- 
ritual Seed as ſuch, which runs to Chrift, and 
all that are his ele ones (See Gal. 3. 16. Now 
10 Abraham) and bis Seed were the promiſes maze. 
He ſaith not, and to Seeds, 4s of many, but 4s 
of one, and to thy Seed, which is Chrift. 

' Compared with verſe 29. and if ye{be Chrifts, 
then are ye Alyahams Seed, and beirs according to 
the promiſe. 

Now Friend, if you fay this promiſe 
which the Apoſtle ſpeaks of, ( which is the 
everlaſting Covenant of Grace, God made 
with Abrabam ) was made with many, #. e. 
both with Abrabams natural and Spiritual 
Seed as ſuch, you contradit the Holy Ghoſt, 
Paul ſays, Andnot v0 Seeds as of many, But you 
fay to Seeds, 5. e. _- natural and Spiritual 
Seed, Paze5. See allo Rom. . » 6, 7 . 

They =s all Iſrael, which as of Iſrael; 
Neither becauſe they are the Seed of Abrabam, 
are they all Children : But in Iſaac by Seed 
be called. That is, they which ave the Children of 
the Fleſh, theſe are nos the Children of God : But 
the Chi of the promiſe ( Mark it ) are ac- 
counted for the Seed, Is not that diftinion 
Mr. Collins ſpeaks of, clearly laid down in 
theſe Scripture ? doth not the Apoſtic exclude 
the Carnal Seed of Abrabam as ſuch 3 from be- 
ing includedin the Covenant of Grace ? 

2, I need not go about to prove, there 
was a Covenant made with Abrabam and all 
his natural Seed as ſach , ſince that is ſo clear- 

and fully ſpoken of in the Scripture }, vie, 
ho the whole Mouſe of Iſrael ind Fame ad 
Children, were taken into the legal Covenant 
' and 'all were Members of the Fewiſb Church ; 
read Gen. 17. 9, 10, 12, Dent. 29. 9, 10, 11, 
12, 13 But that legal Covenant we affirm is 

a tedand taken away : If it were not fo, 
what is it which our Apoftle ſpeaks in Heb, 


20. 9, Herook away the firſt, that be might efta- 


biſb the Second, Gompared with Heb. 8. 7,8, 


I-2+ 
—_ none can once I in that this Cove- 
nant was the Covenant of * Alſo what 


doth the Apoſtle mean when be ſays, caſt ous 
the Bond Foman and ber Son, Gal. 4+ 30, Doth 


4 
t FA : 
Coin Cove 


he not tell ns by the Bondwoman is meant the 
Old Covenant given to the whole Houſe of Iſrael, 
or the lineal Seed of Abrabim; not the Cove- 
nant given to all Mankind in the firff 4lam; 
and doth he not tell us by the Sor of the Bond- 
woman is meant the fleſbly Seed of Abraham as 
ſuch? Who were all taken into Covenant with 
God under the Old Teftament: And yet is 
there ne Covenapt that peculiarly was made 
_ —_— 4a te as ſuch, 

age 7. Mr. Shure repeats, 17. 7. 
And 1 will eftabliſh my cone be ak 
and thee, and uhy Seed after thee in their Genera- 
tions for an everlaſting Covenam, to be a God to 
thee and tothy Seed after thee, 

Here he leaves out the following verſe, 
wherein the Covenant is Mentioned ( which 
he cl nd aber min +1 in others ) viz, 
this is my Covenant, wich ye ſhall keep berwern me, 


and you, and thy Seed after thee every Man- 
Child among you be circumciſed, Vetſe 10. 
and ye ſhall circumciſe the Fleſb of your Fore-5kin, 


and it ſhall be a token of the Covenant betwixt me 
and you, verſe 11. 

He that is born in thy Houſe, and be that is 
bogght with thy Mony, muſt needs be circumciſed : 
And myCovenant ſhall be in your fleſh; for an ever« 
laſting Covenant, verſe 13, theſe Verſes he 
Cites not. 

Now Mr. Shue Judges this Covenant is 
the Covenant of Grace made with Abraban,, 
and that for two reaſons ( as 1 ſuppoſe. ) 

r, Becauſe tis called an everlaſting Co- 
venanr. | 

2. Becauſe God iſed in this Cove- 
nant to be the God of Abraham, and the God 
of his Seed after him is their Generations, 
which no doubt refers to his natural Seed as 
ſuch. Taking in both thoſe of his pany 
that did believe in Chriſt to come, and ſuc 
alſo that did not ſo believe that' proceeded} 
from Abrabams Loins by Iſazc. 

1. As to the Term everlaftins, I bave ſhew-- 
ed in the precedent, Anſwer, that ſome times 
in the Scripture it is taken with reftriftion, 
and denotes only a long period of Timo, vt. 
during that Diſpenſation, or until the M-Pcs 

comes; the Priefthood of ' Auron —_— 
A ſame account called an everlafting- Pri: ſt» 


Indeed this Covenant, could” contiove no 
| than the Token of it abode or was 
to abide in their Fleſh : Read the words again: 
verſe 13. and my Covenant ſhall be is your Fleſh for 


aneverlafiing Covenant. 


2, Cir-- 


"2," Cirenmcifion being "as our Adverla* 
rics ſay, the Seal of the Covenaat, now, ay 
I, fiace the Seal, namely Circumcilion, is bro- 
ken of and gone, as it was it at; the death 
of Chriſt: 1 ask what is become of that Co- 
venant it was a Sign or Seal of, is not the 
Covenant gone ard difſolved, when "tis can- 
c:lled ? Bendes, read your Annotators on Gen. 
17. 13. * And jor th: Sign of it, fayabey, it 15 
* ſo calel, becauſe it mas 10 indwe through, 4U Ge- 
© nergtions til the coming of #be Meſſtas, the 
* word Olim bere ant eljerbiere readred everlafling 
© 'r for cur, being oi uſed to expreſs nos only 
© gmple Evergiry, but any loug continuance for md 
ny ages, yed ſome time ſor & Mans Life, Exo0d.21, 
* 4. DEut. 15, 17. 41 King 9. 3, thus Mr. Pools 
Annotranons, | 

This being To,to what purpoſe do you make 
Fach a ſtir about the word Everlaſting ? 

21y. As 9 this. lecond reaſon, _ va. God 
in that Covenant gave himſelf to Abrabem 
to. be his God, and the God of his Seed in 
their Generations, 

1, Anſwer, | would know whether God is 
now in Covenant with Abrabams naturalSeed as 
ſuch ; or arc they not rej<tied?huw then could 
this be the uachangeable Covenant of Grace ? 

Read my 14. Arguments in the precedent 
Anſser, to prove the Covenant of. circum» 
cilion was not the Covenant of Grace. 

2. Was God the Gaud of aM Abrabams Car- 
nal Seed as ſuct; by way of ſpecial intereſt ? 
it fo, they ſhall no doubt be all Eternally ſa- 
ved ; as well as all the Children or Carnal 
Seed of Believers: Which you will not admi 
of, | 

Therefore conſider that God may he ſaid to 
be the God of a People , two manaer of 
Ways. 

- By the free promiſe or Covenant of 
Grace, in a Spiritual Senſe : Or by Divine 
Union with him, through faith and the in- 
dwelling of tte Holy Spirit; "tis this gives 
{ſpecial intereſt in God to all Adult Perſons, 
and thus he was not the God of all 4brabams 
Carnal Seed, no, but of a few of them only 
comparatively, for tho" the number of the 
Children of 1/rael be as the Sands of the Sea, 
yet but a Remnant ſhal! be ſaved. 

2, God may be ſai! to be the God ofa 
People, by <cntring, into -an. external, out- 
ward or legal Covenant with them ; and thus 


he was the God of Aireham, and of all his 
Carnal Seed or Off-spring, or whole Houſe of 
Irgel; Under the Old Covenant, of | Difpen» 


% 


ſation of theLaw: God made them as a Nati. 
on, a pecullar People unto himſelf, and was 
ſaid to be martied'to them. 

See Dr. Bates one of your own Miniſters 
=, his $exgmon preached at Mr. Sexters Fune- 
Tal. 

© 1, He ſhews that God is the God of all 
© Mankind by Creation. 

2. God is the God of a People, 'upon the 
* account of external calling and profeſſion ; 
* and thus, faith he, the poſterity: of« Serb, are 
; lo called, and the intire nation ofthe Jews 
6 te 

Frienf, This I gcfire you to weigh yell, 
for God was not by way- of ſpecial intereR, 
in a Spiritual Senſe the God of Abrabams Car- 
nal Seedas ſich ; Therefore it was this exter- 
nal Covenent, no doubt that Mr. Cotren in. 
tends when he ſays the Miniſtry of Fobn the 
Baptiſt did burn asan Oven, and left the Jews 
neither the Root of Abrahams Covenant, nar 
the Branches of their own good works, - Cor- 
ton on the Covenaut Page 21,22 Friend, you 
ſpeak as if yOhr Minifters bad dittilied thoſe 
netions of yours into you, about the Cove» 
nant God made with 45rtham; 1 am ſatisfied 
you abuſe your Minifters; 1 am ſure Dr. Owen 
taught youno ſuch Dodtrin, as I have already 
ſhewed ; and I ſhall here again faithfully cite 
two or three paflages more of that Reverend 
Minifter of Chcift; See his Expoſition on 
eve Chapter to the Hebrews, Page 219, , 

CG 

1. He ſhews that the Covenant God made 
with the whole Houſe of 1/rae/, was not that 
Miniftration of the Covenant of Works God 
made with all Men ia the firſt 41on. 

2. That it was not the Covenant of 
Grace: 

I. Saith he, Page 224. © the Old Covenant, 
* the Original Covenant of works made with 
* Alam andall Mankind in him is not intended, 
© for this is undoubtedly a Covenant different 
t in the Efſence and Subſtance of it from the 
* New, In Page 219, He ſaith, but it is evi- 
* dent that the Covenant-intended, was a Co- 
* venant wherein the Church of I/rael walked 
* with God, until ſuch time as this better Co- 
* venant was ſolemnly introduced, "thisis plain- 
© ly declared in the enſuing context, he lays, 
* is was b:come old and ready to diſappear. 
© Wherefore it is not the Covenant of works 
* made with 442m, that is intended when this 
*other is (aid, to be a better Covenant 5 Nhus 
* ahe Door. 

Friend 


Friend doth not he hereby clearly lay down 
a Covenant. of pecutiatity made with Abra- 
bans natural Seed as ſuch, or a Covenant that 
' only and peculiarly belonged to them; and *tis 
as plain this began in that Covenant God 
made with 4brabom. 

* In Page 288. he ſaith, we muſt grant two 
* diftinet Covenants to be i rather 
* than a twofold Adminiftration of the ſame 
© Coycnant meerly tobe intended. 

He alſo ſhews that the old Covenant which 
God made with the natural Seed of Abrahim 
could not be the Covenant of Grace, becauſe 
there was no reconciliation with God, nor 
Salvation to be obtained by vertue of that Co- 
venant. 

Obſerve the Dofor ſpeaks not of Adams 
Covenant, but of that Covenant God gave 
to the whole Houſe of JUfradl, or natural 
Seed of Abrabam. 

He further ſhews that the Covenant of 
Grace, untill Chrift came, was only contaiged 
in promiſe, by which Covenant, all that lj 
ved under the Old Teftament who had Fai 
init were ſaved, to Abraham and bis Seed was 
the promiſe made, Gal. 2. 16. That was the 
Covenant of Grace, therefore ſay we, the 
Covenam of circumcifion , and Sinai Covenan 


where there was mutual ftipulation betwixt 


God and the whole Heuſe of /freel, could not 
be the Covenant of Grace ; beſides, 'tis aid 
chat that Covenant they broke, and by {o doing, 
loft all the external bieffings of it, as the Pro- 
phet Zach, Chap. 11. 10, i g- ſhws, becauſe of 
the Jews unbelief, and putting the M-S4b ito 
Death,God broke his Covenant with that Peo- 
ple. 


Zech, 11,10. Ard TI wok my Staff, even 
11.1 aff, even 


yg oe. þ 


E 
{SI 
I 
P 
vL 


What is become now ef your 
yenant, God made with all the Peo 
| Ire] of natural Seed of Abraham? Is it not 
gone, are his Carmal Seed as ſach ftill 
venant with God, or are ___ with their 

Cones out? Sir the 


of 1x1 or Carnal Seed of Abrabem ; if it - 
be not according to it, then ic was wot rhe 
ſame in Effence, nature or quality ; See Fir, 


31, 32. | 

* x, This, faith the Poop, is the nature and 
* ſubſtance of \that Covenant, which God 
* made with that 'People { viz. ) a pecoliar 
© temporary Covenant, Wc. Fage 235. Matk 
it Reader. 

* He adds and concurs with the Zuther ans, 
* who deny that by the two Covenants js 
* meant only a twofold Adminiſtration of 
© the fame Cavenarit, but that two Covenants, 
© ſubſtantially. diſtin are intended. 

*1, Becauſe in the Scripruxe they are of- 
ten fo called, and compared with ole ano» 
ther, and ſome times oppoſed to one another ; 
the firft and the laſt, the new and the old. 

* 2, Becauſe the Covenant of Grace in 
* Chrift is eternal, immutable, always the 
* ſame, obnoxious unto noalteration, no © 
* or abrogation, neither an theſe things 
©ſpoken of it with reſpe@& unto any Admi- 
* niftration of it, as they are ſpoken of the 
© Old ; Page 226, 227. 

© 1, He ſhews again that by the Old Co- 
© venant is not intended the Covenant of 
* Works made with Alam Paze 227. When, 
© 2. We ſpeak of the New Covenang, 
© faith he, we do nyt intend the Covenant of 
« Grace abſolutely, as though that were not 
© in being and efficacy before the IntroduRti- 
© on of that which is promiſed in this place ; 
© For it was always the ſame as to the ſub- 
« ſtance of it. From the beginning it paſſed 
« through the whole Diſpenſation of t 
© hefore the Law and under the Law, of the 


© of it to Abrabam, he is 
© yvenant with him, and 
* was with 

©it J eqeclty 
« miſed 


© under the Old Teftament it conſiſted 


only 


- * in a profniſe: And as ſuch only is propoſed. 


* in the Scripture. Page 227. it, appears . that 
the nderftands the Covenant, God 
made w 


Abraham, as we do viz. the promiſe 
to Abrahams Seed, viz, Chrift and-all Fter- 
nal We 4.- with him, to intend the Cove. 

of Grace but whereas it is aid God 
a Covenant with Abraham, Ys. that bas | 


reſpeR to other thingy, — __ 
'8s 


his ratural Seed and out of whoſe Loins Chriſt 
was togome, Thai's the Covenant of peeuliarity 7 
he proceeds and gives three reaſons why the 
Covenant of Grace could not abſolutely in it 
ſelf, but in the promiſe of it only be called 
a formal ) Covenant : Page 227. ; 

* 1, Becauſe it wanted its ſolemn confirma- 
« tion and eltabliſhment by the Blood of the 
* only Sacrifice, which belonged unto it 5 be» 
« fore this was done in. the Death of Chriſt, 
© it had not the formal nature of a Cove» 
" nant, Tc, : = 

* 2, This was wanting, (ith he) it was not 
« the Spring, rule and meaſure of all the wor- 
© ſhip of the Church # e. this doth belong unto 
«every Covenant, properly ſo called, that God 
© makes with the Church ; that is the intire 
* rule of all the worſhip that Gad requires 
« of it, which is that they are to reftipluate 
© in their entrance into Covenant with God ; 
* but ſo the Covenant of Grace was not under 
© the Old Teſtament, for God did require of 
*the Church many duties of worſhip, that 
* did not belong. thereunto 3 but now un- 
« der the New Teftament this Covenant, with 
© its own Seals and appointments is the only 
* rule and ,mcaſure of all acceptable worſhip, 
£ wherefore the new Covenant promiſed in 
* the Scripture and here oppoſed unto the 
©gld, is not the promiſe of Grace, Mercy, 
*and Life, and Salvation by Chrift, abſv- 
« lutely conſidered, but as it had the formal 
© nature of a Covenant given unto it in its 
© eftabliſhment by the Death of Chriſt, &c, 

Page 227. 

1. Now pray obſerve, does not the Doftor 
clearly. hint thereby, that no Rite, Sign, or 
Seal properly of the Old Teſtament can be a 
Rite Sign or Seal properly of the New Cove- 
nant, how then could circumciſion be the Seal 
of the ſaid Covenant of Grace ? 

2. It is evident in the Covenant of circum- 
cifion, there was a reſtipulation at their en» 
trance into that Covenant with ſo that 
that was a formal Covenant, but the Covenant 
of Grace, he tells us was no formal Cavenant 
but only a free promiſe under the. 01d Teſta» 


ment. 

Therefore there was two Covenants 
held forth in Gods Tranſattions with Abra- 
bom. | 

Firſt a formal! Covenant made with him 
and all his Fleſhly Seed, of which circumciſion 
was a Sign at their entrance into it, which 
they thereby fublcribed uato. 


Secondly, The Covenant of Grace held forth 


only in Gods free promiſe to him, 

3. Whilſt the Church enjoyed all the 
* ritual benefits of the promiſe ( ſaith be) * 
© wherein the ſubſtance of the Covenant of 
© Grace was contained, befure it was confirm- 
* ed and made the ſole Rule of Worſhip, uns 
© to the Church, it was not inconſiſtent with 
* the Holineſs and Wiſdom of God, to bring 
any other Covenant ( Mark it ) or preſcribe 
. _ it forms of Worſhip he pleaſed; Page 
©2209, 

Then he proceeds further, 

* 1. That this Covenant did not( faith he ) 
* difannul or make in eftetual the promiſe, but 
that it doth ftill continue the only means 
* of Life and Salvation, and that this was ſo 
6 our Apofile proves at large, Gul. 3. 17, 18, 
oy 9, 

2. That this other Covenant with all the 
* worſhip contained in it, or required, by it, 
* did but dirc@ and lead unto the future 
* cftabliſhment of the promiſe, in the ſolem- 
* nity of a Covenant, Oc. 

By theſe words and in other places he ſhews, 
that, that Covenant God made with A4brabems 
natural Seed or whole Houſe of Iſrael, tho' it 
was not the Covenant of Grace: Yet it was 
given in ſublerviency unto the Goſpet Co- 
venant. 

* 3, Theſe things being obſerved, (faith 
* he, ) we may conlider that the Scripture 
* doth plainly and expreſly make mention of 
*two Teſtaments, or Covenants, and diftin» 
* guiſhes between them in ſuch a way, as what 
* is ſpoken cannot hereby be 'accommodated 
* unto a twofold Adminiſtration of the ſame 
© Covenant 3 The one is mentioned. Exod. 20. 
* Deut 5, namely the Covenant God made 
* with the People of Ira}, &c, The other 
* promiſed Fer. 31-31, Cap. 32. 40% Which 
*is the new Golpel Covenant as before ex- 
feds And. theſe two Covenants © or 
© Teftaments are compared . with the other, 
*2 Cor. 3» G, 7, 8, 9, Gal. 4. 24, 25, Heb. 7, 
*22, Chap. 9, 15, 16, 17, 18, Page 298. 

Theſe things being, ſo it follows that the 
Door utterly overthrows , what Mr. Fobs 
Flavel and other Pedo Baptiſts afſert about the 
Covenant made with the People of 1/rael at 
Sinai, to which circumciſien appertained, 
vit. that it was only 'Adminiftration of the 
Covenant of Grace, and not a diftin& Cove» 
nant, 4 


1. The 


- 


(49) 


1. The Defor then proceeds in Page 229. 
to prove that the Covenant made with I/rac/ 
according to the Fleſh, did- not abrogate the 
Covenant of Works God made with Adam, 
and ſubſtitute that in the room of it, 

2. But that it revived, declared, and 
*expreſſed all the Commands of that Co- 
* yenant in the Decalogue, that being nothing 
* but a Divine Summary of the Law written 
in the Heart, —= Says he. 

*2, It revived the Sanftion of the firſt Co- 
* yenant p? the curſe or _oncy of Death 
* which it denounced againft all tranſgreflors, 
© Death was the penalty. of the traniarefſion 
* of the Covenant of works. I 
'*Soſay 1, was Death, the penaltyof the tranſl. 
greſſion of the Covenant of circumciſion ; the 
Male-Cbild the Fleſh of whoſe Fore-hin is not 
cut off, ſhall dye the ; which clearly ſhews 
jr. was of the ſame ture of the Sinai Co- 


Ye | | | 

—_ revived the promiſe, ſaith . be, of 
* that Covenant of Eternal Life, npon perfet 
© gbedierce, Fem., 10. 5. | 

So ſay 1, did the Covenant of circuincifion, 
in that he that was cirtumcifed was buund to 
keep the whole Law Gal 5, 3, | | 

« Now, faith the Doftor,this is no other but 
©the Covenant of Works revieved 3 aor had 
« this Covenant of Sinai any'ſuch promiſe of 


« Eternal Life annexed to Re ,. but only 
* the promiſe inſeparable from the Covenant 
* of works which is revieyed, ſaying, do his 


© and li-ve. 

© Hence, ſaith he, when , our Apoſtle dif- 
« puteth againſt juſtification by the 'Law, or 
* by the Works of the Law, he doth not intend 
« the Works peculiar, unto the Covenant of 
« Sinai ; ſuch 2s were the Rites and Ceremo- 
* nies of the Worſhip then inſtituted, but he 
«© intends alfo the Works of the tirſt Cove» 
© nant, Ve, | 

Let this be well conſidered, for *tis from 
hence Paul excludes circumciſion, Rom. 4. As 
being a work'or duty oppoſed to. Faith, and 
ſo de rages ta the Old Covenant. - 

t 


n proceeds in fixteen particulars to * 


prove that the two Covenatits differ from 
each other, Page 226, 237, Ve. ta 
1. That they differ in cifcumftance. 
2. That they differ in the circumftance of 
place, Gal 4. 24,25. 
2. That they differ in the manner of their 
omulgation, | 
4. In their Mediators, 


* 5, That they differ in their ſubj 
*bothas unto the Precepts. and m—_ 
* fin forbid upoa. paia, of Death, and gave 
© Promile of Lite upon perfet Obedience, 
*no promiſe of Grace to Communicate $pi- 
*ritual ſtrength co afiſt in Obedience, — Had, 

* Promiſes of temporal things in the Land 
* of Canaan, in the New Covenant, ith be, 
* all things otherwiſe. 

* 6. That they differ in the manner of their 
* Dedication and Sanftion, that they differ 
* in their ſubſtance andend, the 01d Covenant 
*was T ypicl,Shadowy & removable, Heb. 10. r. 

©. That. they differ .in their extent of their 
* Adminiſtration, the firſt was confined unco 
© the poſterity of abraham according to the 


* Fleſh, Go, excluding. all others the 
© participation of the of it. 

Kut the Adminiftrution of the Cove 
nagt is extended unto all under 


Heaven. | 

Wl ie Fong. oo ws or E , the 
nothi the firſt Coves 

* nant Caith he, A a ſpecial Covenant 

unto that People , that -People were the 

* poſterity of Abrabom, Page 232. _ 

Sir, What think you now- of two Cove» 
nants, . and of a Covenant . of. peculiarity 
worry Carnal Seed ? You muſtconſvic 

 Minifters better before you write again. 
I doubt not but your Peftor is of Dr, Owets 
Judgment in this matter. 

* In Page 5. you ſay, ls my la] Book | bave 

© clearly made out , orver the Covenant 


* Covenant, is the ſame now 10 believers and al 
© their Seed, Kc. 

1. Anſwer, Then it follows, that Abrabemsy 
Carnal Seed who were ungodly Perſons, were 
in the Covenant of Grace ; for circumciſion 

to them and their-Male Children 
as far forth as it did appertain, to believers 
and their Male Childrzn who were of his 


93 i will follow then alfo, that we Gen- 
tiles that believe, and our natural Off-spring 
have the ſame Right to the Land, of Cavaan, 
and” all other Priviledges of the Jewiſh 
Church with Abrabams Carnal Seed. ere 
is no ways to ſave your ſelf from the greateſt 
abſurdities imaginable , without diftioguiſh- 
ing between thoſe-two Covenants and the two 
Seeds, or between the Covenant. of circum» 
ciſion made with wy wh and the pm 
2 mi 


(50) 


miſe of the Covenant of Grace made to him, 
agd to all his Spiritual Seed as ſuch. 

3ly That Chrift ſhould come out of Abra- 
hams Loins according to the Fleſh, and of none 
elſe was iti that Covenant God made with 
him, and a ſpecial part it was, of the Cove- 
nant of circumciſion, and was that made to 
the Gentiles that believe, or was it not pecu- 
liar to Abrchams Seed only according to the 


Fleſh. 

4. Alſo when the Apoſtle ſpeaks of rhe 
Goſpel which God preached to | Abraham,” or 
promiſe of the Covenant of Grace 5 he doth 
not mention the Covenant of refſtipulation. in 
Gen. 17. 7, $, 9. But that in Gen, 12. 3. Chap, 
18. 18. and - 22.6. 

In why Seed ſhall all Nations be Bleſ 4 : Mark it 
well. 

You ſay, * The Covenant God made with Abra- 
* bam and bis Seed was never Repeated, nor Diſ- 
* ſolved, not their Church Stare taken up by the 
* Roots at the coming im of the Goſpel - fo if it 
© bad, ſay you, bow cou'd the Blefing of Abraham, 
* come 1pm the GentHes, as promijed Gen. 12. 3. 

1» Anſper, Is not the-Jewiſh Church State 
diſſolved, and doth not Dr. Owen tel) you 
their Old Covenant is Fone ? Yet, 

2. Do we ſay, the promiſe of the ' New 
Covenant God -made to Abrabam is diffolved ? 
God forbid, for that is unalterable, and by the 


Vertue of which it is that believing Gentiles 


of Abraham, 
tiles receive not the 
through the Law, rior 


partake of the Blethn 

Buc Friend, the 
Bleſſings of Abrabam 
through the Covenant 4 
Faith in the Promiſe of the Covenant of 
Grace made with Aabrabim, viz. in thy Seed 
ſhall all the Families of whe Earth be Bleſed. Nay 
Abraham himſelf, "tis evident, received not 
that blefſedneſs in the Covenant of circumci- 
Hon, That Faith was reckoned 10 Abrabam for 
Righteouſneſs, The Apoſtle afferts Rom. 4. 9. 
How was it then reckoned ? When be was in 
rireumcifron, or in uncircumeiſion ? Not in circum- 
cifion, but in uncircumciſion, Verſe 106, There 
was no need of this iſtſnAion., if citcttnci- 
fion appertained to the Covenant of Grace 3 
we ſee how 'tis contra-diſtinguiſhed to the 
Covenant of Faith : 

And be veceroed circumcifion, @ Seal of the 
vighreowſneſs of the Faith be bad, yet being wn. 
eirenmetſed : That be might be the Father of all 
vhat Be/iewe, though they be not cireupnciſed; that 


righteouſneſs might be impuaed to ibem alſo, 


f Circumciſion, but by 


From hence I argne that circumcifion was 
a Seal to none but Abrabam, 

1, Becauſe it is ſaid to be a Seal of the 
righteouſneſs of the Faith, Abrabam had be- 
ing yet uncircumciſed for ſo it cou1q not 
be a Scal to others, becanſe they were circrum- 
cifed before they believed, 

2. Becauſe alſo it was to aſſure him ef that 
peculiar Bleffing and priviledge of being 
the Father of all that believe, And none 
had that prerogative but A4brabam only, 

3. Take this Argument. 

If Abraham received the Spiritual  Bleffng, 
viz. Riobreouſneſs and Fuftification by. Faith in 
the promiſe of the Covenant of Grace made u0 bim, 
and received nor the Blefing of Righteouſneſs 
and Juſtification in the Covenant of circumeifion ; 
then there were two Covenants conttined in thoſe 
Covtnant, rranſations of God with  Abrdban, 
But the former, and Ianer is true. Ergo there 
were 19 Covenants contained in thoſe Cove. 
nant tranfations God made with Abrabam. 

* In Page 2. Mt, Ybute ſay:, the Olive Tree or 
* Courhant God made with Abrabam, was not dif. 
ſolved: For the Jews are 10 SO Pafnd into their 
* own Olive Tree 4g4ih ; but if the Covenant were 
* difolved and repealed , bow can, they be taken 
© into it ain ; forqthscalled their ownOlive Tree, 
Rom. 11,11, 1%, 17- "3 

1. Azſwer 62 Man miftakes the Holy 

Ghoſt : The Apoftle ſpeaks not of the J<ws, 
as being Abreban; Carnal Seed as{ych, but 
of t that belong to the Elettion of 
Grace . 
2, Now who doubts but that the Covenanc 
of Grace was their Covenant, ar Olive Tree, 
even all of 'them that ſhall. he taken} into ic 
of the Jewilh race, in the latter days, as much 
as it . was their Covenant, who. were Jews 
and Eleft ones who lived. in the "Apoitles 
time, 

3- It might be called their QOltue Tree or 
Covenant, becauſe the Covenant of Grace as 
it was made with Abrabam, ran firſt. to. his 
natural Seed who were the Children of the 
promiſe, 7, c.. the Ele& of God ; hence 
Chriſt Gjd he was ace ſent, kut 10 the loſt Sheep of 
the Houſe of Jſrael: is , not firſt ſent, 
they were firſt to have the offer of all New 
Covenant Grace and Bleihngs ; to them ap- 
pertained the Covenant and Adoption, &c, via. 
FL the firſt place. - 

4. Do we plead for the diſſolution of the 
Covenant of Grace, God made with of pro- 
wiled to Abraham, becauſe we ſay the Legal 

and 


and external Covenant madc with him and his 
Carnal Seed, as ſuch is removed, by vertue 
» of which they had their- political Church 
State, and viſible Church-memberſhip and all 
other Fleſhly and Lega! Prividedges ? 

Or do we ſay, thoſe Jews that believed or 
their Ele& nfants were caft out of the Co- 
venantof Grace ? God forbid. ” 

No, for if the Children of unbelieving Jews 
did believe, it ſhews they are in covenant al- 
ſo. In 4 word. All that believe, let them be 
whoſe Chitdren they will, they are all inthe 
Covenant of Grace : For there is now no dif- 
ference, Jews and Gentiles, QId and young, 
bond and free, are all one in Chriſt Jeſus. 
Now ao tnoging Men the Fleſb, i. e. upon 
the account of Fleſhly or external Privi- 
ledges, by deſcent from Abrabam according 
to the Fleſh: Circumcifios uor wicircumcifion, 
evailerh nothing, but a new Creature ; old things 
ae paſt qway and all things are become new 
2. Cor. 9. 17. Be > *{ 

Should this 8{un 0bj-2 and ſay, as t# Dry Owen 
av, wr the Sinai Covenant, or 1he Covenant 

with the of 1/rachafrer they came out of 
Egypt, and not of the Covenant of circumciſim. 


Anſwer, 1 anſwer Chat it is evident where } 


Paulexclades the Law as not being of Faith, 
not-the Covenant of Grace, but oppoſed un. 
it, he alſo excluded npon the ſame Foot of 
account circumciſion, Rom, 4. 9, 10, 11, 12, 
13, 14,"15, 16. Gl. 3. 21. Gd $3 Rom, 2. 
25,25, 29. Alſo Mr. Shure ſays, t 


Dear. 29. ri, 12, 13. is the ame made 
with . Take his own wo #9e 17. 
* note rhis ( ſaich be ) by the way, be bath dr 


© the 13, verſe, wherein js the explanarion of 

© Covenant to be the ſame God maide with Abraham 
' © and bis See, Which verſe doth indeed clear- 
ly ſhe#. that the Covenant of circumei 
was the ſame { and but a farther eftabliſhmenc 
of it)with t | 
into Covenant the Lord thy God, &c, viz. 
Thit be may. eſtabliſh rhee to day, for a People to 
we and that be miy be unto rhee aGod, as be 
os i unto > dow; t-gonland ala 

F Abraham, adc, "46. 

«You as, What was the preſonal aftudt fin 
© which boſe Jaung Babes committed 4t the com- 
* ing in ile Gojpt, that provoked God 10 caft 
* them out of Covenart ? for you do own thit the 
« Seed of believers were once in Covenant, and 
© were Church-members 3 but if you cannor prove 


* what the tranſgre hon 1045, oodovge te 
« ought to be commined 10 the cutagy of whe Eſſex 
* Fay Keeper thus Mr, Shate. 


(#) 


t glee in Horeb, thou" ſhake enter god 


Anſwer, ' You Should firft prove it was a 
gracious priviledge to Babes or theCarnal Seed 
of —_—_— _—— were - the Legal Cove- 
nant and nati urch of Iſrael, before you 
ask that queſtion, 4 
ED TN nn 
W rv u y xept the Law, 
and by it they were to keep it per- 
fettly, and hence it is a yoke of 


was not for the Sins of little 
Babes, that the Legal Covenant and Legal 
Church was diſſolved, at the coming in of the 
: But it was the will and pleaſure of 


God it appears hath done Infants no hurt 
hereby,fince the premiſe {of God made to 
Abrabam, touching Salvation by Chriſt in the 
Covenant of Grace ſtands faft for ever, and is 
brought in, and eftabliſhed to all theEle&, 
"x x an. on tp... 
tiles, True, the unbelieving $ 
caſt off for not believing, for had they belic- 
ved they had 1 of like Goſpel Grace 
with thoſe that did believe: Bat che believiag 
ews and their Childreh did no longer abilc 
in that national Church to which they once 
belonged, nor were their Children until they 
believed, received into the Goſpel Church ; 
yer Iafhemthat was no Spiritual loſs co tho 
Babes, ſeeing there was no righteouſaecſs 
nor Salvation to be had by the Law, Legal 
Covenant, nor circumciſion. L 

Mr, Collin; will not ſay that believers aa4 
their Seed only were in the Legal Covenanc 
and in the LChurch, but all unbelievers 
alſo, and Children who ſprung from 
Iſazes Loyns, were in the ſame Covenant, 


fion and were'Charch-members, and that by Gods 


appointment too; as far forth as were -the 
zodly or believing Jews, and their Children : 
and Friend, it 14d appear that among 
Abrabems Carnal Seed there were but a very 
ſmall remnant that were believers; Fho” all 


were in the Legal Covenant then, and where | 


ie” prove ther the Goſyet 
3. ; £0 e Þ* 
Eo t; Grace 7 thamtbe AbrogaeL 


© law carvied way, 

Anſwer, The abrogated Law had no 
Grace in it at all ; Grace came not by the Law, 
but by Jeſus Chris 7, the Lewis not of Fairh. 

4. ar) $04 ) your confound ind contre 
* li& your ſelf ; for you ſay the Church hone 


© ed upon better promiſes, which I ds own and bave 
© proved in my Book, but the Church State is the 
© lame, and therefore that of is felf is 8 ſufficient 
* argument 10 prove thas a Children of Chriſtian 
© believers a'e flill in Covenant, 

Anſwer, Muft the Carnal Seed be Mem- 
bers of the Golpel-Church as under the Law, 
or-is it clic not a better Covenant that God 
has eflabliſhed ? Friend, many other 'external 


(92) 


Priviledges as well as that is gone, the Sons 
of our Miniſbers as ſuch, have no right:eg, the 
Minifiry now ; yet all the» Sons: of Minifters 
as ſuch, bad that right under the. Law : Re- 
fides, we have no Land of Candan nor glorious ex 
ternd] Temple, no promile of gathering earthly 
riches,no Polittcal Staie of Government among our 
ſelves; yet is the Golpel Church State & GoC- 
pel Covenant better than that_under the Law. 


——— 


——_— 


— ——__—_—_— 


abuſe of Scripture. 


N Page 2 he compares My, Collins with the 

Jews, as if his Arguments were of like na» 

ture with cheirs who ſaid, we bave 4 Law, and 
by our law be ought 10 dye, : 

In Page 5+ Tou do but beat the Air, and Shoot 
all your Arrows 4zainſl a Brazen Wall, and there 
14 no more Work for the Club nor Ax. 

Anſwer, He may perceive he was miſtaken, 
for the Ax hath not done with him yet. 

He in the ſaid 5. Page abuſes that Text;ber- 
ter promiſes, t eſe are his words, viz. for the 
promeſes are better, and that chiefly | becauſe cir- 
cumciſuon was changed for Baptiſm. 

Anſwer, Doth the Holy Ghoſt there refer 
to this change, Or 1s Baptiſma promiſeor a 
precept? 

He abuſes that Textin As 15. 10, the for- 
mey ( aith hs meaning circumcition ) wherein 
Infants were chiefly concerned, was ſuch a 
Yoke as they nor their Fathers were able to 
bear, they were not able to ſee their Chil- 
drens Fleſh cut off, and we have an Inftance 
of this in Zipporah, what made her infuch 
& paſſion with Moſes ber Rusband, as —_— cal. 
led bim « Bloody Husband rwice ? Why (be tebs 
you ber (elf, it was becauſe of the circumciſion. 

Anſwer, In this he ſeems 'to charge the 
Holy God, who appointed and commanded 
circumcifion, as if it was more like a puniſh» 
ment of criminals than an ordinance of God 


as he calls Dipping of Believers in the Name, 
KC. 

2. Was it from the pain that circumcihon 
put the Infants to, that the Apoſtle 
calls it a Yoke, that neither they nor their 
Fathers could bear ? or was it not rather be- 


An Account of Mr. Shates ſcurrilous language as to the reſt of this Sheet : 1 ſhall 
only make ſome remarks on his hard reproachſul and Opprobrions words and 


— "_ 


cauſe it lay them under an obligation to keep 
the whole Law ? for our apoſtle, ſo fays in 
Gal. 5. 3. 1 teftifie again to every Aan that 
is «rrcumriſed, that be is a debtor to. do the whole 
Law, compared with Rom. 2.25, Lads ag 

3. He abuſes that Text Exod. 4+ 15, 16. / 

Let him read his Annotarers, ſhe called hec + 
Husband 4 bloody Husbard or a Spouſe of Blood, 
becauſe ſhe by Blood as it. were, redeemed her 
Husbands Life, God being provoked againft 
Moſes, as the 14. verſe ſhews, and ſhe prevent- 
ed his danger by circumciſing her Son. 

2, If ſhe. referr'd to circumciſion it ſelf, 
as he it, yet ſhe being a Midianitiſh 1a- 
men tit would not Juftihe him, thus to re- 
t Holy Rite and Ordinance of God. 

In Page 6. ſays he, ſo this queſtion may be ſent 
to Eſſex among the Barren Fayl Keepers. 

Is it ſafe to Scoff and make a ſport when we 
write about Sacred things? He. alſo reflefts up- 
on the whole party of the ifts; as if we 
were fallen from our former Principles about 
humane learning. , 

* I cannot ( ſays be ) but obſerve bow much this 
* People are ſwerved from their firſt Principles : 
© For it is not long fince they decried bumane learn- 
* 7 \ and alſo mati 4 trade of preaching, — But 
, if the can get 4 = Shbres or broken fragments 
* of learniiig, or 4 learned Man on their fide, they 
© are ready to make an Idol of is, and now they make 
©*x Trade of Preaching, Page 16. &c, 

Anſwer, It appears 'tis the whole party he 


ſtrives to bring into contempt: But let him 
take heed of belying ſo gracious a People as 
the Adverſaries themſelves confeſs them to 
be ; did we eyer cecry humane learning, 


be. 
cauſe 


cauſe 'we believe and ever-did Thatit is not 
ac efſcntial qual:fication in a Miniſter? We are 
no more for it now than ever we were and 
we did and do believe that thoſe who preach 
the Goſpel, ought to live of the Goſpel. 

He renders Mr. Collins no better than a 
Feſuite ; take his words, * this Man bath confi- 
© dence and deceis enough 10 make « ſwinging 
' ſuite, KC. Page 16. 3 

Again, he ſays, This deceitful Man bides the 
Senſe and meaning of them from the World 1 
Doth not this ſaviour of great malice? Page 16. 

He ſays Infants have Faith, yetin Page 10. 
(of his Book ) he asketh what perſonal Faith a Child 
js capable of ating in neriery oy or what 
good Fruit ſuch C bildren ere capable to bring forth ? 

1. In Page 8. he renders thoſe falſe Teach- 
ers, who ſay that 1he Covenant God made with 
Abraham is repealed, viz. the Covenant of 
circumciſion 3 he may ſee that we deny that the 
promiſe or Covenant of Grace God made with 
Abraham is repealed tho* we ſay the Cove» 
nant of circumciſion God made with him is 
repealed. & 

2, Such he ſays are falſe Teachers who ſay 
the Church State under the Law was Carnal. 

3- Such as deride and Scoff at babirual Faith 
in dying Infams; Mr. Collins owns not. ſuch 
Faith to be in Infants is he. therefore 
a falſe Teacher. But how does he prove 
he derides or Scoffs, &c, 

4. Such who take upon them the Work of the 
Miniſtry without Gods Call, or being gifted or 
qualified be ſays are falſe Teachers. | P 

Such we grant are not true Miniſters 35*but 


Women were Baptized in 1hat undecent immodeſ} 
_w ul way -_ manner, ſank be; | 

e means by Dipping the whole Body : 
God ſaith he, acver appoimed an ordinance herd 
out and gratifie Mens Jufts, Page 11, O ſec what 
contempt he doth caſt upoa that way of 
Eaptiſing, which all Chriftians uſed for many 
hundred of years in the Church, and which 
Chriſt appointed tothe. end of the World, 

You re to the World, as if our way 
of Baptiſing were immodeft, and done not 
as comely, or of good Report ; for. this you 
are to be accountable to the moſt high God, 
Friend, if you e to come and fee our Or. 
der in the Admijniftration of that Ordinance, 
I doubt not, but you will be convinced of 
your Error,” and be forc'd to ſay, That the 
SubjeA goeth ws yy inermagpe beer vra aa 
to the Sacramentof Baptiſm, than thouſands 
do to the hearing of Gods Ward, or tothe 
Sacrament. of the Lord's, Supper. 

In Page 12. Therefore, ſaith he, there is no 
more work for the Clab nor the Ax ; you may lay 
them by as uſeleſs, or bang them up in Merchant 
Taylors Hall, You may know what he intends, 
and is not this like thoſe who ſaid, is nt this 
the C &c. ſee what'a ftrange Prayer he 
makes in Page 15 3 | 

Where he pleads his. Innocency, God-is a 
gracious God; and 1 think the Man is afted 
in Zeal, but not according to knowledg ; in 
Page 11, he ſays, Our Author bath Camed « 
brand riew Epitber,to cover that unſeemly Luxurious 
way of tripping and Dipping Women, &c. 

In Page 18. he would ſnggeft that Mr, Col- 


doth not he, think you, refer to'ſuch ho ling is poſlefſed with a Devil : Perple fry there 
were not trained up in School Learning? 1 is Maid, ſaicbbe, pofofſed in Wapping ; for my 


doubt not but our call from God to the Mi- 
niflry is as good as others have, tho* may be 
not every ways ſo wel! qualified as we ought ; 
yet humane learning is no qualification left by 
the Holy Spirit in the Scripture. 

In Page 7. he ſays, In this Authors former Book 
be bath by axcluding | 
clud* them from Etern 
dying in their | 
all Men Judg who have read Mr, 


he refers unto Page 41. 
In Page1o. he iy How wilfully blind and 


diſhoneſt are you thus falſly to my words, 1 
_—_ i rand for hoſt Unchriftian EX» 


e and © Salvation ; 


reſhons, in Page 41. he ſays | ſuppoſe he 
be a long White Shift, as if we Baptized 
Perſons*ina White Shift : What ſport is here 
for the Enemics of Religion ? 7b” 1 deny that 


rom. Baptiſm ex+ | ing. Mr. Collins ) That e 
4 Y 4s to pat out ſuch [caurilous 944" or 

lafancy, How falſe that is J-t 4/ſe and ſcandalous il 
7 Collins Book,” of 


part - think there is a Man peſſ ſd alſe ; hard 
words, 

In Page 26. he boaſts as if Anabaptiſm is ſelf 
bath refigned up the Ghoſt, and this may ſerve for 
its Funeral Sermon,  1n Page 21, he breaks our, 
I cannos tell what to think of +his Man ( mear« 
d die 6. zle 


s, Friend, what 
we think of you and See Papers | | 
ln Page 23. here the anſwering, Books 
that are put out againft Lufant Baptiſm, 4+ 
raking in Dungbils, and therefore ſuch a one 
as he, he thinks, is fit to do it. 

In Page 191. of this laſt Book he, ſaysthat 
they ( meaning the Independant Coogregati- 
ons \ are not true Churches, or elſe we are 
not ; 1 know no reaſon for this, fur 1 douhe 


, not but they wre trne Chy 

we, they being godly Chriſtians, ' tho” 1 do 
helieve they'may be leſs compleat Churches : 
Then theſe . who ate Baptized upon the pro- 
felon of Exith, or not ſo orderly in their 
canftitution : beſides they have received ( as 
we Judge a Tradition of Man in the ftead of 
Chrifts Inftttution. 

This man Gays, he. can have Communion 
with thoſe of our opinion, yet fays eur Bap- 
tiſm is a counterfeit and we guilty of Sacr 
ledge, Page 190» 

Bat Friend, i ſce not how they can ' have 
Communion with you without repentance, 
conſidering all | the hard words uttered 
by you ; You krow who faith Med muſt give 
an account. of all their hard Speeches, &c, 

Gad grant thoſe I have mentioned , and 
theſe following may not be laid to your charge 
calling o#7 Baptiſm « mock Baptiſm, and us di- 
ving Anticovenamers, preaching without a 
call ſuggeſting as if under Diabolical poſ- 
ſeſhon, calling Feſuize , ſwinging Jeſuite ; cal- 
ling DIPPING, which was the Apoftolical way 
-A Baptiling, more like « puniſbment of criminal;, 

Aﬀerting that we make no better of Infants 
than Dogs, calling our Doftrin Montebent, 
&c. anda Miniſter a C C, by which'tiscon- 
cluded you intend Coxcomb, afſerting we have 
erfty poſitions, uncomb gloſes, that we mince and 
limii the fandamemal Do!trin of Mans Salvation, 


E R R 


$. line 7, for Burkie read BurHit p. 8. 1, 20. blot out Blood, 


54 
ches, as well as 


T5tomduds, let:the Reader take notice of 
this, vix. Were it not more for the Honolit 6s 
God and Love to Trath, I not concerned 
my ſelf with ſo line an 1g as this is, 7%." 
aE in reproach cal) ſome Arminians, Saciniqny, 
ochers gone back to Judaiſm, fome gormandi- 
fers feaſting on Legs of Mmren; in lome pla. 
ces refleQting-on Mens honeſt God 
by his providence called them onee unto ; that 
our in damns Infants ,; ' &c, whether 
theſe he ought not publickly to ac» 
knowledg as evil ? 
Is not this as bad as to call his Brother 
Racks, i.e, 4 viin perſon in anger or malice, 
Cant Men write upon controver fible points 
without ſuch bitterneſs, and reviling langu 
I defire Friend, you would go to God in-Pray- 
er, and intreat for pardon through Chrifts 
Blood , and 'no longer reft in ſuch @ Spirit 
and pradtice : Chrift is at the Door, take heed 
of ſmiting your fellow Servant. But ſhould 
you inſtead of anſwering our arguments 


till after the ſame manner, we 

all find out another way to deal with you, 
viz. 

Bring our Charge agajnft you for Right 


and Juſtice to the Congregation = belon 
unto: The Lord By fork Love 2nd 
Charity among his , and unite them 
mart in one Spirit, which he will ſudden- 
ly do and wipe off our reproach ; to whom be 
gory and praiſe for ever and ever, Amen, 


” os hs * 
16, L. 37. f, coomined r. 


N 
Is a. P. 19.1. 28, f, Comma, r, Period. Alſo in ſeyeral other Places you will find falſe 


P. 22. blot out the comma in1. 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 


1. 10. add Gen. 17, 8,9. there begins the 


venant 0 


| 


they being this Authors words 3 p. 27, 


eculiarity. p. 32. 1. 29. f. Is 
perivy, p. 38. 1. 3. Fuſarp'd r. abſur'd, p. 39.1, 18. f, ratifie r. ratified, Þ, 41. 1. 39. f. Terps Au 
bag, p. 42+ 1; 3. f.uho' r. be, p, 29.1. 31. add 45 10 urmard diſpenſation, P. 43. 1. 1. f, Natural 


Church r. National, 
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| "WR 
T, Containing ſeveral Arguments (to diſprove Pedo-Bap- 
,. Lg Believers A the Subjetts thereof : ) For Mr. Gyles 


Shute to. An[wer. 


Friend, * * 
F you. will not defiftbut write again, you 
are deſired to anſwer theſe Arguments, 
the ſtreſs of the Controverſy lying in them. 
Arg. 1, If none areto b# baprized hy the 
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(2.) . | 
doth profit the Child, none Fan prove the Child : then Sureriſhip is not of God, and 
from God Word: And in atter-gimes bo ar nothing, but is an unlawful aud 
, it qvy cauſe che Perſonto Underrakings Bur Sureriſhip in Chil- 
Ok Fas thereby made Chriſtian, &:. . drens Bapriſm. 4s nog requiced of God, und _ 
and brought" into the Covenant of Grace, they do nor, canuor perform what they pro- 


ard had ie ſealed Wn ts | Do they, or can they cauſe, the Child to for- 
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nor are they all one ia Cheiſt 
not Ar aham's Seed ands Neiry: according 
Promifc.” Ergo, Inſans voghe tiot to be bap- 
citads 5 nf 00 I 9gPD Wage FA © 
Mr. Burtor confirms the wubdice of the 
Mayr, - Theſe ave his very Words, 5. 8. 4s 
mm as bavt been bapioend nave put an Chih, and 
art 2{t our in. Clvifh Fofus 3 2nd t- Nbeahane's 
Std, and Hiirs, ac car djng tothe Framie, Gal 3, 
-27% 23, 20.* * This (peaks che pole, fairh Fi 
© he, of the hr va ard © 
«ble Profeſion, ©, Baxtey's Corffom. Re 


/. Pag. 32 : # p 
The Minor will ftgnd firm cill any can prove 


bepeizad (or racher rancizedy' to | | 
Pfofefſion of Cunient to be» married to Jefis* Warerdeſt by" 
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* returned as from a Sepulchre, fo new Life, 


Sm, and his rifing again to walk in newneſs 
of Life, char is baprized, as the Sacrament 
of rhe Supper was ordained co repreſent his 
Body was broke, and his Blood was ſhed, 
Bur thar a lively Figure of Chriſt's Death, 
Burial,and Reſurre&ion,appears in ſprinkfing 
a lictle Warer on the Face, I ſee not; and 
#5 done to an Infant, there can no Death ro 
Sin, and riſmg again to walk 1n newneſs of 
Life, be ſignified ; And rhereforesChrilt's 
Deſign and End therein 15 fruſtrated. 

Arg. 27. If Bapriſm be Immerſion, as 
cothe proper and genuine ſignification of the 
word Baptizo, as alſo of thoſe Typical and 
Metaphorical Bapriſms and the ſpiritual Sig- 
nification thereof ; then Sprinkling cannot bg 
Chriſt's erue Bapriſm. Bur Immerſion 1s 
the proper and genuine fſignificarion of rhe 
word Baptizo, and alſo of thoſe Typical 
and Metraphorical Bapriſms ſpoken of, and 
- the ſpiritual Significarion ghereof. Ergo, 
. Sprinkling is not Chriſt's true Baptiſm. 

1. That the proper and genuine Significa-- 


tion of the word Baptizo is Immerſion, or to , 


dip, &c, we have proved, which 1s alſo con- 
feiſed by the Learned 1n that Language. 

2. The Figurative Baptiſm was, 1ſt. Thar of 
' the Red Sea, wherein the Fathers were bu- 
ried, as-it were, unro Moſes ig the Sea, and 
under the Cloud. Pools Annotations on 1 Cor, 
To. 2, * Others, ſaith be, more probably 
*think that vthe Apoſtle uſerh this term, in 


©regard of che great Analogy betwixt Baptiſm - 


(as jr was then uſed) the Perſons going 
| —_ inco the Warers, and being dipped in 
«them; and the Iſraclites going down into 
« the*Sea, the great Recepracle of Water, 
* though the Water gr that time was gather- 
&<d on Heaps on either fideo them; yer 
« they ſeemed buried in the” Water, as Per- 
« ſons in that Age were when they were ba 
© rized, &c. The 24. was that of Noah's 
Ark. See Sir Norton Knatchbull : * The Ark 
< of Noab and Baptiſm, ſaith be, were both a 
« * Type and Figure of the ReſurreQtion, notthe 

« Sign of the waſhing away of Sio, rhough (© 
Ks nb meronymically, but a particular Sig- 
«nal of rhe ReſurreRion of Chriſt : of this, 
« Baptiſtw-is a lively and emphacical Figure,as 
£ alſo was the Ark of Noab, out of which he 


Meraphorical Baptiſm 15 that-of the 


Spric and of Afflition : che firſt ſignifies. 


nor a ſprinkling of the Fpirit, bur the 
great Eftuſion of the Spirit, like that at Pex- 
tecoſt, AQts 1. 4, 5. Shall be baptized, Wh, on 
which Words C aſaubo91 ſpeaks thus: See Dr. Dy- 
Veil on Ads 2. The Greek Word famriils 


'©15ro dipor plunge, as it were ro die Co- 


* ours, 1n which Senſe, © /4ith 2, the Apoſtles 
* might be truly ſaid to have bn baprized 
© for the Houſe in which this was dbne, was, 


© filled wich the Holy Ghoſt; fo that the A- , 


* poſtles might ſcem to have hgen plunged in- 
*roitasina large Fiſh-Pond. » Alſo Occune- 
mus on Ads 2, faith, *A Wind filled the 
© whole Houſe, that it ſeemed like a Fiſh- 
© Pond, becauſe jr was promiſed tothe Apo- 
* ſtles, that rhey ſhould be ed with the 
© Holy Ghoſt. And the Baptiſm of AMiRion 
are thoſe great depths or overwhelmings of 
Afﬀi&ions, like chat of our Saviour's ſaffer- 
Ng, 3.e, no part free; Matth. 20. 22. where 
you have the ſame Gfeed Word Parris; 
and like that of David, who ſaith, God drew 
him out of great Waters, _ - 
4- The ſpiritual Signification thereof 1s 


We Death, Burial end ReſurreRion of Chriſt, 


-andof our Death to Sin, and Vivification to 
a new Life 


This being ſo, ir follows © undeniably 


Sprinkling*cannor be Chriſt's true Bapriſm, 
it muſt be Immerfjon, and nothing elſe, 
And in the laſt Place, Finally, To confirm 
thar Baptizo is to dip, both from the literal and 
ſpiricual Signification thereof, as alſo from 
thoſe typical and meraphorical Eaptiſms men- 
zioned in the Scriprure, 1 might add furchet, 
thar chis evidently appears from the PraRice 
of Jobs Baptiſt and Apoſttes of Chriſt, 
who baptized in Rivers,” and where there was 
much Water : and alſo,becauſe the Baptizer and 
Baprized are ſaid to go down into the Wager, 
(nor down to the Water) and came up our 
of the Water. 7ohn Baptiſt is ſaid ro baprize 
them into Ford an, as the Greek Word ren- 


ders it, which ſhews it dipping and not rinks + 


ling. Would it be proper to ſay, Ht ſprinbled 
them into Jordan? The Lord open the Eyes of 
«thoſe who ſee nor, ro conſider theſe things, 
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